Vto 22 2 


REGISTERED MO. D. 2 22 



SURcT M H5NZ 

(ike (Bazette of Mu etei 


WlftfShTt t N ’ thlD.H i 
PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 


j <* 7 ^^£0 


6 ] 

No. 6] 


famt, stOnrrr, imrct 10, 1973/m^t 21, 1894 
NEW DELHI, SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1973/MAGHA 21, 1894 


tqrtr r fawr <m Vum tt sntft $ from fV mr stm ^ fonf T*n <jtt w 
S eparate paging is given to this part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 


*tm II — 3 — sq-iro (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(twt nermtt nit «rrt« +r<nr< V Vwrmfir (mt w Vw atvmrm Vt sflwt:) 

vnftn RTfunrrfttfii jttt vnA fan »ra fafw mtn Vta 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administration of Union Territories) 

wet tWwr armk election commission of india 


29 ^fTWV, 1972 

anVrr 

<rr. an. 318.—^:, fmrrVr =rt frwtrEr ft mrr V fa 
wV, 1971 nrf ^ VfafRri; fa'dET ede V fat fan V 
i 90 - 4 rT=£CEft faqfVwsfa V ^ttet erfV ttV 
sft tee 'Witir Titers live q^qfrte^Fr *nrrp 
fam c<i T'-h'vi -frep eita RfcrfaftmT atfttfaw, 1051 wi 
tr^ffa *rte he famff srm aWfawr ftfa d 3 nr*t fafifaT 
sqVf vfsr sdW ttV V w-fim rf f, 

ariV. *nr:, ^ra - V im; fa4 afa n 

♦ft, arrV w amro in V far; W ’ 3 r*r^rr ErVfapr 
fan if, ariV faWr an#<T m *ft mmim ft 
^T’TT V fa sttlV hw 8ff 3) tt 4wri q l V fab 4 *11 fa fuefi 

W WTT^rftV^T faf if , 

arT: am, gw aifafa^w Vi am lo-m V V 

faVfar 3 fmirT ooffim Vr <?t. Wfa V 
V faaft Vt *pFr V at fa# cmr Vi favEHmr wtt famr 
qfare V ifa titV 3 ift V fab w anfar Vi arffasr 

d tfVr Vi wtrViV V iaa iViVra’ afrVtr arraT V i 

pet. afavrarg;-iV, tr./i9o/7i(36)3 


Mew Delhi, the 29lh December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 318. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satisfied 
lhat Shri S. Chelliah, Naduvikottai Post, Puttukottui Taluk, 
Thanjavur District (Tamil Nadu), a contesting candidate for 
election lo Ibe Tamil Niuln Legislative Assembly from 
190-Peruvurani constituency, held in March, 1971 has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses in the manner as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

AND WHEREAS, the said candidate even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the failure, 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri S. Chelliah to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. TN/I.A/ 190/7 1(36)] 


42 G of 1/72—1, 
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30 1972 

anftp 

TO. 3TT. 319.— W:, srErftr TO TRUITT ft TTO ft N 

TUf, 1971 if/l ftftvRTp ftlTOT TD-TT ft fwfw ft fftF 
205WTF fcrftw-ftT ft ’T/FT FTST Tift guft^W 
ft. yltWWTft, 4^,9 eft (TOTO) <J#t, T W ITO TO-FM 

fsrar (ufuRTTg;) ft* iriftfftftw arhi^n, 1951 tor 
R pfft *rtf rf From? sm sftfsrR ftf>r if aunt FtottVr 
® nrt to ftm tjiT'wF 3> < r l ft" siFPiRr eft iti 

TfV, TOT;, 3W TOftpTO 4, 3ft TPRR T£WT M TOft 17 
»ft TOpft pr WfiTOTT ft Fro? ftft TOT 3UTTT TOvft w 

t# f^rr ft, tFt FrorrVr TOftro to w tft trtott ft 
tor ft Fp girft qm pr araWT ft Frf ^ tow 
TO WTftFRW R# ft , 

TOT: SR, a^d SrFirFwR TOT HEP ft 3TRjE7T ft 

Frorr%R TOThr wn^rRT sw aft ft. uierwtHift ft ftw 
ft Froft *ft ntjq ft to Fnft ttw ft? Frerr-rer toito Ftettr 
rFpii ft itpt Tft tor Tft p. 1 4 ft Ftp pr suft m ft? Rnftsr 
ft rffr pf ftf tortoFet ft fro FrtFVr ftFw tort ft i 

[rFer-rt^-Fr. R./ 205/7K34): 

New Delhi, the 30th December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 319, — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri P, Solaimalai, Pudnpatti, (via) Nenmeni, Ramana- 
thapuram District (Tamil Nadu), a contesting candidate for 
election to the Tamil Nadu Legislative Assembly from 205- 
Sattur constituency, held in March, 1971 has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses in the manner as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

AND WHEREAS, the said candidate even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for the failure ; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri P. Solaimalai to be disqualified for being chosen as. 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

fNo. TN/LA/205/71(34)J 

aiufar 

to. an. 320 . — To:, FrrFw TOftr to rrterr ft tor ft Ft 

Rift, 1971 <ft TOWERS ?TTOT TOR ft ?TOlfRH ft fvTF 
222-#TOUTyTOT FRftwftT ft R/TTT TOfft Ref TOfftftw 
>It eft. RR7TTR, 42-ftfftT RpTTPRTRffTT E/ft ft?TOTOP7TOl 

'fpie delftfVl FRcIT (d?de1dlS„) ftp M l\l Fu FeTEx aff'EiT'dqd , 

1051 TOR TpfhT *IRTF TO fd^dt fTTTT toFFtoT TOR ft 
TORT TOT TftfeT ff 3TOt ^TOfror RRT PT efeT TO^f 

ft 1 3(W? C^ 1 

3l)V, TO.-, TTO dWiTTO ^f, TOTO) T^TOTT TOf 97 
dftNt pT 3TTOTOTT $ fTO ^ TOT 3RR TOSftTOT 
fcpT f, 3lfft ?TOtVr 3fRftr PT T? TOTTTOT ?t 

tor if Pq* grof tot pr 3iww ^ ^ Wro tot 

to Rirfftror t#- ^ , 

3R: m, wr T^EnTOR ^ tot 10-P ^ TOpnr 4 
fm^TOT 3fRfro FfT^UTT FTP sff A d«Md ^if TOR 
^ Eft F4T ^ TO Wft TTR pft ^TETOTTORT TOUT 

^ TTPR Tift jft? t| f*f ^ ^eTF PT 3fT^ftfi" ^ft TOlftrST 
# TOT pf *fft TOTOlfET ^ feTO fdfWd uffepT pTTO t ' 

[TO ntTORI^-^V. TO"./ 222/ 71 (33) 3 


ORDER 

S.O. 320. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri T. Natarajan, 42, South Mutharammankoii Street, 
Srivaikuntam, Tirunelveli District, Tamil Nadu, a contesting 
candidate for election to the Tamil Nadu Legislative Assembly 
from 222-Srivaik.untam constituency, held in March, 1971 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses within 
the time and in the manner as required by the Represen- 
tation of the People Act. 1951, and the Rules made there- 
under ; 

AND WHEREAS, the said candidate even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri T. Natarajan to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. TN/LA/222/7 1(33)1 


T# 'NEfft, 3 TTOTlft, 1973 

3TWrT 

TO 3TT. 321— TOT:, frorfTOT -3n#fT TO TOTTEIET fft TOTT if 

TOf, 1971 qrf 373 rrtrorrre; fftroT tot qf fcnfror qf fro 
20(!-T‘TTOTOft fRrfTOT-^T ft ^TTT effft TOef TOftfTTOT 

ftf *£. R3 F tost, 4-1-27^. amTOfprq^fti, fftirroft ^tt 
ftrft, HTO1TTOETO fTOT (TitroiTip,) rftq> ntflfftfERT TftET- 
fftror, 1951 tor tTpfftr torf tf fftroft ^tott TftfEFT /ftft 
ft eqft fWror Rrof to ftar TOft ft ww i£ 1^, 

arfft, tot:, gpr gTftron ft, gft totp ftoto fftft Rft to 
- ftf, arroft pr 3RTOTTO ft ?TF 'ftp TOTT TPTO TTOftfTOT 

^r# fror ^rift to Eft teteitt ?t 

tto f prft tot pr smroRr ft ^ Wftr totot 

TO ^IFftt TR Tftft ft ; 

3R: 3R, gw 5rfEfttRTT ftf ETITT 10"T ft WTT7T ft 
wrftr q q <5 ^ 4 1 < 1 tw ’if ft. TpTTOW pf ftrr^ 

ft fftTfr Eft WR ft TO froftt IR ftf f'WFT-TOTT 3RTT ^ftEIR 
ft TRR Tfft Tf? ftft ft ?ffF PT TlftT ftf Rl/W 
ft iftfi" Tft T? TOiwfET ft fiTF fftftVft tftfw TOTO ft I 

[ft. dTwTOpftr. TO"./ 200/71 (35): 

New Delhi, the 3rd January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 321. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri K. Mulhu Nadar, 4-1-27A,. Ammankoilpatti, 
Sivakasi, S. Rly. Ramanalhapuram District, (Tamil Nadu), 
u contesting candidate for election to Tamil Nadu Legislative 
Assembly from 206-Sivakasi constituency, held in Murch, 
1971 has failed to lodge an account of his election expen- 
ses in the manner as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

AND WHEREAS, the said candidate even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the fail- 
ure and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for the failure ; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri K. Muthu Nadar to be disqualified for being chosen as. 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. TN /LA /206/7 1(35)1 
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fa fafa, 6 3TRrfa, 1973 

STlfar 

«kt. sir. 322 .— re. tfafar-f anfaT qrr TnmrTT fa hr tf fa 
qfa i07i fa gq fafaRR; favR ret 4 fafa-R tf faq 

n-fafa qqiror fafaR-faf 4 : aprr eifa qfa vjfai'*MH 

fa LPT U ••/ TRI TPR-fTE, fa-itl-H . Wieiqijj-HTlpi!, Diet I 'JlelHiqi'fTf 

faw faqi farjf-rfvTT fafaERr. iosi rr 

Rffar q-Rq nq fwrt gm fafar fafa 4 aM faqnR 

sqfa TT 4?3T fafaer qrfa fa WT?r fa tf ; 

fat, RE, W fafan 4, fa TERE TjERT f^T 7? 
fa, sFp'fr ^rr ^ejwr tf faq qfa qtTW arw iwfw 
faf fan tf, fa? fafar-r anfaH qr Eg fa jete-tr fa 
HR tf fa qfa WT eg- ■3RrtfRR ^ faq tfa TR% RET 
R iREptfaRT faft tf f 

set: anr, ret sfafafaET fa «m her tf arT’nw fa 
fafafar arFrhr qrr^Rn rrt fa jet he; hr htre fa 4nq 
fa fafa fa TT^-T fa R fafa JTHJ fa faffR-TETT SEIE I’mi'i 

fa ht«p nfa e 4 fa? fa4 fa faq se anfafr fa 

4 4fa fa fa RETfav ^ ^ fafaW faffa WI tf I 

[4. 4. e-fa. fr,/n/7i(iG)] 

New Delhi, the 6th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 322. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ram Chandra Ray Sarkar, P.O. and Village Sal- 
kumarhat. District Jalpaiguri, West Bengal, a contesting can- 
didate for election to the West, Bengal Legislative Assembly 
from 11-Alipurduars constituency, held in March, 1971 has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses in the 
manner as required by the Repiescnlation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

AND WHEREAS, the said candidate even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Ram Chandra Ray Sarkar to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being a member of cither House of Parlia- 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a Stale for a period of three years from the date of this 
older. 

[No. WB/LA/1 1/71(16)1 

anfar 

rt. w. 323— w:, fafafar 3iErbT rt tejtve fa mu fa fa 
r 4, 1971 fa ?rq fafirr pit fa fcrfaRT fa farq 

i98-E/ytyir«^ faqnR-ifa 4 t/pr R|4 r 4 qfafaqT? 
fa 3 te. rfafai fa?, q^R/ET, qf. (qRT) qrr^sfi-, 

TEETEE^T ^EIT. (ETE eRTSp faqt Trfafaf'WET arfaTd'dB', 
1951 T<1T fr^fffa ! RTq m; f^EETT ^n"H anff^TE tTfa rf 3fq4 
fa 4 fa 'T R^rf %[ #7IT ^T?ET?r 4" SETWE 7 if if i 

3rl'7, klrT;, ^fafalE 4, sf PTKR fa4 3lfa E3 
4 t, spfaf in 1 arW'RT 4 f?rq faf apw rWt«PW 
e# fan tf, erfa farqifad ^fEpfa q-iT ^5 ’ft EEniR ^ 
ieit f fa 3ifa 9R srr seerrt tf farq >EirEr wi 
R REtffaEr E# tf I 

3R: 3R, t3W 3lfajfaRFr qf VET 10-^ tf 3r^r<nr Ef 
faqfaR 3rmfa qrl^qiu RT. TEffar fq? qr(- TRR 

tf fafa W tf R fatft TEET qft favRRR 3ErR faVR 

ffarq ^ prir r 4 srfa fat tf fa rq ?rr Rfar fa rtw 
4 far fa fa qrmErfar tf farq fafart 'qffaR qrrvr tf i 

Lrf. faEVTR^-fa. E'./ 193/71(37) ] 


ORDER 

S.O. 323. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri R, Rathina Thevar, Kundukulam Pudukottai P.O. (Via) 
Kamuthi, Ramanathapuram District (Tamil Nadu), a contest- 
ing candidate for election to the Tamil Nadu I.egislative As- 
sembly from 198-Mudukulathur constituency, held in March, 
1971 has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses 
in the manner as required by the Representation of the Peo- 
ple Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

AND WHEREAS, the said candidate even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the fail- 
ure and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for the failure; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declines the said 
Shri R. Rathina Thevar to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three vears from the date of this order. 

[No. TN/LA/ 198/7 1(37)] 
■fa faifa, 9 «H *t fa 1973 

arrfar 

srr. 3d. :;24 .— re, fapqfaw srrfar rp fiRTHEr rr tf fa 
vfa. 1971 fa 573 TfaraRg; fatJR HR tf fafaRT ^ faq 

98RRWS fafaRT-sfa 4 wfa r 4 RfariE fa 

faR, T fFrfas fas, q^nqfEtfa fa-, fafafafa (fafaiRi;) 

fat; nfarffatTR jrfvfaEnr, 1951 ™ rrTfav Rrrq Rq faErfa 
^4TTT SElf^R rffa 4 3 r 4 faEfifad wqfa tR fafT ifaW 

qTE't' fa 3R1 '6 ff nt fa 1 

arf, m-., grfr ^fafaiE 4, fa rcr* M ^it4 tt 
fa, 3PT«fi |PT 2E3WR tf faq qrrw 3RR EEkjfaw i 
e# farr tf, faRfar Rfanr rt ^ fa ttrvr fa 
Rtl tf RTT 3TRREn tf faq tfttf WE RIW 

r Enfafa faf tf , 

3R: 3R, 3RT favrfnrrr fa VET 10 -R ^ 3R^RT fa 

fafafar epEfar tyr^qm ?nr fa fa. faqw fa 4 r? 
tf fafa fa TER tf R ^fafa 3THT fa frVR-miT RR fqVM 

fafa^ tf iret ’sfa r 4 fa? fa4 fa faq sfafa fa rtW 
4 fav fa fa qRTErtv q? frq fafafar fafarr rrt tf 1 

[4. qfdvMI«;-fa. E. 198/71(38)] 
New Delhi, f he 9th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 324. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri G. Yovau, Oreigmorc Estate, Kolacombai P.O., 
The Nilgiris (Tamil Nadu), a contesting candidate for elec- 
tion to the Tamil Nadu Legislative Assembly from 98-Oota- 
camund constituency, held in March, 1971 has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses in the manner as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

AND WHEREAS, the said candidate even after the cine 
notice, has not given any reason or explanation for the fail- 
ure and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has ru 
good reason or justification for tho failure ; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of section 10A of tho 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri G. Yovun to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of cither House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Slate for a 
period of three years from the date of this order, 

[No. TN /LA/9K/71(38)1 
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fftW, 10 TOTlft, 1073 

arnftr 

•rr. arc. 325 . — w;, TftftW rirtr tr tottvtr jf top 

4 * f*T> 1970 qft ^ sftrfT fTOTR TOTT ft Rwtfft PRsrfftR 
ft fftn 14 _5 TBf lift'd 1 5 (TORT), fftftftR-ftR ft N^pp TOlft 

=nft TOftfrofTT ?ft t, tor*. vtr arftrftftftg^TT , srte^rwi 
arroftR, ftW, ft. JTNT^WrT, tttrr Wftrs cftr ftft- 
^rfwrT Rfftfronr, ifl5i ^r*rr RNftftT ton to f^r^nrt tot 
ar^tprr TPift frofror *wt <jr Wtr tW ^rfW qrcft 
ft 1 - rtptot rft 


[Pari 11— 


2 . srfV tot ft! rw f^Frrfr ton qft ft# p? 1 nto 111 
anrfTTw *nw rt p^ ft* wllft 3 rroftf ft reft qrr tot 
TOT r# 3 ftV iftftW Rpftp qp rs pptvtr ?4 tot f fa 
Rrrft tot ?r RTOrrorr ft fro qrift 1 qpfiR totr nr rroft- 
ftroR pftft ft 1 , 

3. am: am, rw affytnro ftr rnrr ior ft rr^ttot ft- 

iftqfVi Riftp- tonn^ 7 rw aft w ftmft? ton qft 
ton ft Wft »ft nnr ft nr Tftrftr tor qft from tot 
tort frorr qfrro ft toto ami #7 ^ift ft fro sr 
3tnVt ftf rnfftg- ft ftNr qft ft! ^Trorfir ft fro ‘jftrtftn 
iftfro totrt f i 


artft, TOT:, TON TOfttNNR ft, W TORN N^RT iftft TOft 

to ftf, airoft to arwrop ft fro qfti 1 nttr tort pW- 
ntr r# TftRr f, aftft, faftW aroftr to to # tottntr 
ft TOT ft 1 ?ft RTjft TOT TO" 3 TWTOT ft ?TO NT^ TOrfftT 
totot nt 'Wtnto nftr ft* . 

am: am, ton arffttronr qft rttt io-n ft tojtow *r 
fft^fW toW tonnttt ton aft it. nnr qft nto ft tftrftt 
ftt TOR ^-NT tftrftt TON !fft fTOIR-TOrT TORT fftTOT 
tITto $ tttto t^ft arrft aftft ftft 4 fro TO qft 
Nnft®r ft ftftr qft qft qrrrorfcr ^ ?ro iftrffftr nfiftR ntnt 
f“ i 

[ft. iftTR-fft. H./14/703 

3TTNV ft. 

Tl. Cl *1 . ftft, TTlft^i t 

Delhi, the 10th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 325. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shi'i A. Chappan, Thazhe Anerimittam Kottathara 
Amsom, Desom P.O., Madukkimula, South Wynad, a con- 
testing candidate for the mid-term election to the Kerala 
Legislative Assembly held in 1970 from 14-North Wynad 
(ST) constituency, has failed to lodge a proper account of 
his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure; 
and the Election Commission is turther satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
A, Chappan to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three vears from the date of this order, 

[Np, KL-LA/14/701 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 


iftTOft, 18 NRT?ft, 1973 

sroftr 

WT. SIT. 326 . — NR:, tftftNR ETTNTr TT TOTTOTR ff TOP 
f 1ft TO 1972 qft TO fftWR TOP 4 fro tohtor 

ProrfaR 4 fro 279 -fftTRT tor fftftftR ftp ft n^pt TO“ft 
Tift TOftftrTO 9 ft TORT fftnpft TOTTf, NTR N ¥TTOT7 ftpmfrNT 
fNRT TORN (TTOTT) vTO fttftrftf'TOq RtftfRTO, 1951 TOT 
RffttR TON TO fftroft TOTO ; 3jqft iftdfftR STOff 

nr vft fftjr TOW qrrft ift arwrr rft 


[ft. PT./279/72(2)J 

3TNft[ ft, 

ftif. RIRRjTOPRR, TT?ftR I 

Delhi, the 18tll January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 326. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
lhat Shri Nawa! Kisliorc Prasad, R/o village Benagaria, P.O. 
Benagaria, District Dhanbad (Bihar) a contesting candidate 
for general election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held in 
1972 from 179-Nirsa assembly constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as reauired by the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, ana the Rules made 
thereunder. 

2, And Whereas the notices issued to Shri Nawal Kishore 
Prasad have been received back undelivered as the where- 
abouts of the candidate are not known and the Election 
Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason or 
justification for the failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Nawal Kishore Prasad to be disqualified for being chosen 
as and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/279/72(2)] 
By Order. 

V, NAGASUBRAMANIAN, Secy. 


New Delhi, the 27th January, 1973 
CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 327. — In the judgment of the High Court of ludiea- 
ture at Bombay, Nagpur Bench, published under Election 
Commission’s notification S.O, 1864, dated the 27th April, 
1972 in the Gazette of India, Part II-, Section 3, Sub-section 
(ii), dated the 29th July, 1972 in the address of the res- 
pondent at Sr. No. 5, viz. Datlatraya, son of Appal Katti, 
appearing at page 2793, for “s/o Dr. Madhukarrao Wasnik.” 
substitute ‘c/o Dr. Madhukurrao Wasnik’. 

[No. 82/MT/3(Nagpur)/71J 
By Order, 

1. K. K. MENON, Under Secy. 

Mr tot ^tot totrto 

(TRTP fftWT) 

Rsf iftreft, 31 toW, 1973 

RtfW 

tfTT. 3P. 328,— TO^ TOT, ftW TOTTOfi fftTO (RfftW RPR;, 
195 G ^ fftror 0 4 TOftT 7 . to-tr nftWRft ?rt t^to 1 ^ ^ft f“ 
TOfR TTtT'rWi 1 r!" lift TRR RN NTRRN ftN, ttRpfrfte TOT 
TOifRN tro qroft, R(iVr?TOft % TOrftftft arro 
“tonV” TfrTOT qroifftl, RroftTO rftr rte, RrororN'id ft 
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T 4 fwr 4 4 artfk, ster irt- 

orr prteVb qrr mm mm qft fR-q^cd ^ feR 3iT^r tt 

*Nt ^ i 

qr? #?st mumra 4 ttt *t Er^W qt mr *t 
amrfw ?i Eft 4 $pr dtJcrr q? Wifjfra jfa 4 
’rfr? 4 3R?7 =fNf ^ Unr-m vr 

tf! i 

OT. RT. 22/36/72-RrfcFfTI 


4?. RFRITR, H$R TTlt4rwr cRT d'lnUrf I 

MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE 


(Department of Justice) 

New Delhi, the 3 1st January, 1973 
NOTICE 


S.O, 328. — Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of rule 6 of tlfc Notaries Rules, 1956. 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Punamchand Somchand 
Shah, Advocate, C/o Purnanund A Company, Solicitors to 
Government of Gujarat ’Shraddhe’ Haridas Colony, Navji- 
v/an Press Road, Ahmedabad-14 for appointment as a Notary 
to practise in Ahmcdabud. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said persons 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 22/36/72-Jua.l 


K. THYAGARAJAN, Competent authority and Dy. Sccv. 


WTBTvft *T*f Wl 

^ 17 ilWi, 1973 

m. 3TT. 829.— tjA RRT7 IRT 

dlftlfqRR 1909 (1969 =BT 64) qrf ^q-tTRT (3) 4 3R^Tor 

4 31 -d iff! TifN; Rl (TsftqrRT TRET 

TT ERR 834/1972 Ft=JF 0 18 TfWI, 1972) 4 T'd u| 

3fftU(,?dd r' I 

tRTWT 22/7/72-tnp,-2] 
(Department of Company Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 17th January, 1973 

S.O. 329 — In pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 26 
of the Monopolies and Restrictive Trade Practices Act, 1969 
(54 of 1969), the Central Government hereby notifies the 
cancellation of the registration of M/S. GANESH FERRO- 
CASTINGS under the said Act (Certificate of Registration 
No. 834/1972, dated the 18th January, 1972). 

[F. No. 22/7/72-MUU] 


3ir. 330.— (rr/tarnf dr faqRRmrf rtth sht 
dtfjtfWR-, 1909 (1909 3JT 54) 9RT 20 qtf TT-Um (3) 
ar-t^ < ,j i qrRrfcr fqRj 

^f^ del sUr f^r. 4 qdVr arftlfRTR trifiwun 

(RfarRJ JRTW-T7 FRTT S4l/l072, 23 T < q/t 1972) 

^ f'-HTrftqifdi Tft aUNrFf/hrcT qrreft f I 

[ttcrt 22/i0/72’tr f r.-2) 


S.O. 330. — In pursuance ol sub-section (3) of section 26 
of the Monopolies and Restrictive Trade Practices Act, 1969 
(54 of 1969), the Central Government hereby notifies the 
cancellation of the registration of M/S. VISHNU INDUS- 
TRIAL ENTERPRISES T.TD , imdcr the said Act, (Cer- 
tificate of Registration No. 841/1972, dated the 23rd Feb- 
ruary, 1972). 

[F. No. 22/16/72-MUDJ 

JFT. 3TT. 331.— tR7TfTm7 <TT RTTR W 

SjfyfrdR, 1969 (1969 4TT 54) 'Fit WITT 20 ^ 3R-tmT (3) 

4 'ij^rrnr qU#r Ttmt trfnf5rwr qnrarqrcr 
RteflVTRT 4 TtFuR srfwtdw q? 3^% TifN? < U| (qUEtmT 
tRUT-W TRMT 753/1971. ’hTdfT 3 1971) ^ ?HT5?fi- 

dT?-ur drf TTTffr ^ I 

CTGERT 22/24/72-frJF.-2] 
7R TeTTPFT, -STT? Flf^T I 

S.O. 331. — In pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 26 
of the Monopolies and Restrictive Trade Practices Act, 
1969 (54 of 1969) the Central Government hereby notifies 
the cancellation of the registration of M/S. KAMLAPAT 
MOTIFAL under the said Act (Certificate of Registration 
No. 753/1971, dated the 8lh July, 1971). 

[F. No. 22/24/72-M(II)] 
S. BALARAMAN, Under Secy. 

frrr rtroj 

(ftstw ariV *Tmr Wnm 

Tf fTF^T, 30 1972 

W[. air. 332.-RWtTFrw ^ ^ feR triaYfTnT ’F? 

3rf«F(^9Tr fW srrdr I'qi w *f J jn J fTT. 

sriV 3ifetriiV!p auRMFr, fVfOT ^rrn, amr- 

qw 3lttjfd7pq-, 1961 ^ WH 36 dTLTlTT (1) ^ SRS (2) 

i, irflkdt % ^ ?F|irf l f 1 efr W w f \ 

i4pht 

tft rs Ar? Undf UTdiBr 

fF 1 . 252 P 1 . 203/4l/71-3fT5 £ A t). 2] 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue & Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 30th December, 1972 

S.O. 332. — It is hereby notified for general informa- 
tion that the institution mentioned below has been approved 
by Council of Scientific and Industrial Research, the pres- 
cribed authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section 
(1) of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 196). 

1NSTITUTION 

PULP &. PAPER RESEARCH INSTITUTE, KAYAGADA. 

[No. 252 /F. No. 203/41 /71-H A 2] 
T? 1 FfFefr. 4 3RTTI, 1973 

siRTT 

3FTT. 3 IT. 333. — UTtlTOTTUr apy 3fPTTT| ! ) d! fifR PLTfTTm T? 
aiftTT^Rf 1 iW 'rfldT ?' frrt-T dt'W TOT, 4%!^ 31^ 

/srfejmrTi tUrs, iVr?n' TTftjWI prr arrem 

arfufmu 1951 'irf am 35 mt tBrym (1) ^ (2) q? 

nmEnf 4 TTro ^ , 

RWT 

3ft 3t7^ wrtm^, 

L7T. 255,/tt. TT. 203/(3/71-srT^ Q 2] 
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New Delhi, the 4th January. 1973 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 333. — It is hereby notified for general information 
that (he institution mentioned below has been approved by 
the Council of Scientific and Industrial Research, the pres- 
cribed authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section 
(1) of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

INSTITUTION 

SRI AUROBINDO SOCIETY, PONDICHERRY. 

[No. 255/F. No. 203/43/7MTA.2] 
fWt a AArit, 19 73 

*fn\ on. 331. — Tt AfATEt 4 fen? TcrpfAiTT ^ 

sif Ar-/fAA fm ~,rm f fr fa*A aWa that, at7Ata atat- 

f^TT fAHTA OE^flTlA itlAf, fVF?RT 3R?L T TRt fITTT 3RRT7 
3rf?jfAAA. 1961 TT UT7T 35 Tt ACdTTT (1) 4 TO5 (8) 4 
jetUit) 1 4 fur Tt nf f t 

rw 

TT7 c?TAt-?rtAtfAT lASTA, RATH 

[IT. 253 'TT. TT, 203/37/72' ^9 2] 

At. eft, RTAATHAKIT, AWfAA ! 

New Delhi, the 8th January, 1973 

S.O. 334. — Tt is hereby notified for general information 
that, the institution mentioned below has been approved by 
Indian Council of Social Science Research, the prescribed 
authority for the purposes of clauso (iii) of sub-scction 11) 
of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

INSTITUTION 

INSTITUTE FOR TECHNO-ECONOMIC STUDIES. 

MADRAS 

[No. 258/E, No. 203/37/72-ITA.II] 
T. P. JHUNJHUNWALA, Dy. Secv. 


treR Aaitot 
(ttaw atfr "friTr Wmta) 

A? 1 fYeeft, 3 TTAlt, 1973 

3IGV 

7ATET 

TT. 9ff. 335. — ATTTftA 7AAR sfftvtAAR, 1899 a 899 

tt 2) Tt tnrr o Tt tiwt U) 4 tot (^> gm thaw 
tt RAk Tnt Ak/k irnTTf, ttt it, t[ 

A?W ATS^ 511^ (f AT ?TTHT fARA - TelfjTC^, RAW ATT7T 
5|1 /t tA'fr 41 A 1 - ’114 ITT Tit? TP <4 ltd FAt] ^ RAA Ai f® «j't| A 
TT ?W 3fttftAAR 4 3fkA RATA f, 

t I 

LIT. IT. 47J/'73/72Tfkr. 7.1 

t. em aFar i 


New Delhi, the 3rd February, 1973 

ORDER 

STAMPS 

S.O. 335. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp 
Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby repute 
the duly with which the debentures of the value of one 
crore ten lakhs of rupees to be issued by the Tamil Nadu 
Industrial Development Corporation Limited, Madras are 
chargeable under the said Act. 

fNo. 5/72-Stamps /F. No. 471 /73/72-Cus. VII] 
K, SANKARARAMAN, Under Secv. 

(irTtrir fawnT) 

A^t 27 AATlt, 1973 

att. sit. im-kkTEt tAFietaa stWratt, 1949 (1949 
TT 10 TT) Tt fim 56 4 TOg (A ®T) 4? ETA qf5A ART 45 
Tt TT-TITT (2) 4 fATTT EArA iRfAAAf TT ERET Tilt 
Ali^k E7T17 3AA tfRT 45 Tt tJTAT7T (1) A? OETHfA ARlfk 
fkpf fk ^TRT M Ek anakr-TT E7 frAE TEf ^ ATA T5AT- 
TYTT tkrT TPTrfrT 4k frtfpe'g I (kit §rk ETOA 
pr^rr/f 4k tat w A) 4 ietto k 27 teent, 

1973 Tt 4k tt tttNte tq fk if fk"7 30 antrr, 1.973 nr 
arf? fnfAATt krim, erf atoaa Aik Tnfk“ 

■3H17IT7 arfiTRjTKr amf t 4 kVnr ^ 4 

farrfw iDfl- TiT^rrrAF m ^ fcrAT otrit dhtat 5^ r\f 
sfi/t 7I5MT wfipT [VlT TIT AT RErf AH 

4 fT s34T TO TT W J I*1 Iklft vfr TOf it kTT?r R TTEIT 
^iflTtAAiT, ,1940 (1940 TT 21 Tf TATef aifufAATT) ^ 

3rAE ftr rfcrnn- tn ta thth f^m rmfn k mt W 

Vftrrk nfurTT a et i 

2. Tkftq- RTTT7 I7HA?A7I AH ^ ?T 

3itiiT«jTrA tT 1 ^TTfir t! tVta irHnk ’rmfkr 
TUr# 4% Tt klw AT Ff 3I^JT l f'A ^ ?TAT T^ AFT 3JW 
srfW Aik ^Vr, Frk wr tt TTkrr km ai^F tYat, 
?Ak7r A# TkfT 3nrAT 3iv4 fTfArk' 31/7 ^AATmZ 4 

RTTAT A (AATT 3EATr tTlfr 3TTI7 T^ arAWift A# Tlkr 

1 14 aGErk TTAT ikm A# T 7 V 1 T AT fTAft TO1 TT R7TAif%T 

erm 5 ~?tta a# Trkr, krAi; t§ ?ataFaTw inW it srfr 
fARfcrfiTT ifmr at WFeaFa siAAriVAf ttaat irk T7 
atat 1 

(1) RTAT AAA 4k TRff; UTst UPATr klfi 1 k ipir 
it tpfiTI 1 TfEt Tift (JEA AAT emt k 7TA 

k ?t EEAtirtcnr tetit at ;— 

ART AKA qV TO 

so ent at epn 

50 7-a 4 it erf AT TEA TT 10 nfAW 3E1AT 
50 Trk tjft k srfyr ?t : 

T^nffr 3 iat Tt nifi 1 tta Tt t^t mff fnfr t?T 
kfrA (frk sea ttUta dt iaa ikw Kmt if 
A#) 4 ATA rr 75Tlt H APT AyT 7T# 4 10 A?WA 

it 3ltAT AAA T 50 I'TEt, fAH k At 3fftTT ^t, 

aa^t a at 1 at k ta h" rr 44 fnft toFta At 
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fasf eft fal sit t-ffff wn fa 

PWffa Tfa?l7 ft ; 

(2) fafa ffa-fa fafa fa-spr? st-fit fafaT fat Tlfa fa 
fsttitt far; vf crfater 4 wfat *T3 ffafa fa 1 * 
<sn?T fVt 'fut fa 6 " tfanr ?rrrt®" fa 7 »fft anfaw ^nr; 
cft^rr f- ; 

( 2 ) 27 di-pr/t, 1973 ft 3 drt OTfa '(fa MTTfrf fa ! fY-rq 
HPT s^Yrgfa Gift 3TT TTCfar it 7lfa, OT dfafar fa fT 
OT Tri/fax it fT^ ^ Ffat fat ififafa , 

(4) I^ITT fag 1 &W 3ft tfafat iffffTtt fafa ft flFT 3DP7T 

37rfa tVo^r fFF tfafa wfa ippfa, afafar, 3 t*rt Fg- 
ffnt fafa ?fm far *\£ tWt ft fafa fa ftrarfa Tfa 

tfafat OT ft T^vT wfa ft TTR-ry fa F7TT 3Hfff 4i 
ft, ‘N^ fart Trfaw B^?t, aptur amr f^Trt 
ft 1TI5FV- if tfafa TTFt TTfa srpr fat 7^iT 250 PTtfa 

it arbra fa fa ufa 'f^t it Tgfa Frfafa tfafa fafa; 
fit fariW aFTzrtir fat 3iffafa ; faV 

(5) tfafat apvr rp 3 , 97 fafa ^TF, wfa ff; tfi ff 

iTffiTit fafa fa trrn ft fafa wt faffaw; awTH' 
uvtfa ft tVn* fiFn 31 ?4f I if fT *RFT tf> 3TfT tfafai 
t?fi fafa^gT RET ft tfafat fp3 07 ffRfT JFTT *\vT Tlfa 

afaRwur arrfarr fa Rifa fa O: farfagt rrfafart ft m 

fr4 07 fafa Rfa 31 111 d pfatH f» fTT it fi3 TrrfT ft) 
3P-FTT 3TfT 37T *P=! fa STRFIT ft fafa *FT R# ffaFT 
EFT If t afat fJTT Off! f>T Sff frrit it iff 500 pnrfa 
it ft? 3fKJ ft fTT Hfill fiT FpO Riffa it cfa" RRTftf" 
ffafa fafa; fit tuTiff to ft aRffttr ?ft omif i 

3, ft^k TFfrH of 4 to^r ^ift f y fa ofomt 

»tfa fit fat^rr srtuwoo ot '3roto ^ otrFr — 

(of ffomt tfa torofarfarf aifi 3rfTofi-pit or? ifarrr, 
SFlfar; H77iTlt ofaf^oot 3TOOT 3FO ofav^faot 
^ ffit ofaoo fOTO f7f;ii, MTitto fart ffa 3 rtot 
tfa ooto fas ofoffao tfa fafifas irmffo fas 
ffa ow ?ofa fa -ft' 1 offoo ffat or fffat ano 

f'Oi 5T7T flit tfa ft fan Tp! ^fpirt 3F10T affaot 
: ft aftoiooo atfafl f? oiott fat ft OTltlO fit ^ffn 

out far 't, fit fmft affTofa ^ far anoTOf; fa" i 

do) ogfoit ft T^oir 3r^Tofaor ooit ft fa^ 
tfa foro fas footfao ffa fa. arofT fa i m ano 
tfa ft ow arot urnt oimt fit aroirfa fa orpft 
om^ ?o anfao fiT fan ftfa 3mro ofa ? tor fa; ir^- 
fmt tfa ft fafa ifio ^ tfa ofa it o§it ofa oonr 
fas OTotfaf t’f) fa", anror fat fa fa ano fafi 
fit fir offfo fa 3ort anwt arrconr frroT faoT fa 

?ir 3urfai Bfm ooifa ofa fra ir fiT ffa ^flil mm f 
faOT OT 1?T fa I 

(o') ir gfut fao, so ifafaot ft fa fipr o ft ofa far, 
soft toot fifa ft fifitii E ofao ^ 3nfaw oi fafa 
ofaoT ofa mffmt tfa fT to fafafat or otfa fao- 

fT7 t fa arstTOT faft fafaot fa OOfiT fafa fao o #, 


(0) IFOillt tfa ofa OTO 3TOfT otoifaoot : ft alt ?7T 
(ofa) ft ooT faift oro, ofi - ^ ofa arofT sfan-srros 
ft Ofit to7fa, fats-ffao: amT OitTO fa fa ?t 
toot anooT motor fat ofa §1, tofotfatfao 

OTOTft ft ot? OOOT ; 

CD tofat fat oioit fa ofa ooitioto wfa or 
fpofor'art, it tout orfa irnt ifor injfmt fao 

ffTTT tfOT fifa OTOT fit ofa fa, afal 

( 2 ) faift ano iTTort fa sofa Of; fit ifwr toofat 
aronm ami 1000 fa, tot 1 '^'^ ar^owt fa fatfa 
aw so aopot fa fafa fa artowoo anfar 
fa norfa fafa fa wt oifa fat, fant fa fat sfa 
ifa, SOO oro arfl OTfa’fafaot' 07 OTtfao fa 
arroTot ft fo ffait fooTj afar 

(5) faro faoro ifas frofatso fafa: to. fa w fa ofaoT 
oot fifa fit fafir sfar ifio fa it otirfat fto sofat 
frof fa'i ooot fa too wo o*o fatoorfat aroto 
fa ^tfafi rrohrot fa too mofo fanoart ft owr fa 

ofa* IT I 

[faTOT iOi. 8/3/720. fat] 

(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, 27th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 336. — In exercise of The powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 45 read with clause (zb) of section 
56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, after considering the application made 
by the Reserve Bank of India under sub-section (1) of the 
said section 45, hereby makes an order of moratorium in 
respect of the Kalna-Katwa Central Co-operative Bank, 
Limited (hereinafter referred to us the Co-operative Bank), 
for the period from the close of business on the 27(h 
January, 1973 upto and inclusive of the 30th April, 1973 
staying the commencement or continuance of all actions and 
proceedings against the Co-operative Bank during the period 
of moratorium, subject to the condition that such stay shall 
not in any manner prejudice the exercise by the Government 
of West Bengal of its powers under the Bengal Co-operative 
Societies Act, 1940 (Bengal Act 21 of J940). 

2, The Central Government hereby also directs that dur- 
ing the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co- 
operative Bank shall not, without the permission in writing 
of the Reserve Bank of India, grant any loan or advance, 
incur any liability, make any investment or make or agree 
to make any payment, whether in discharge of its liabilities 
and obligations or other-wise, or enter into any compromise 
or arrangement except making payments, or incurring 
expenditure, as the case may be, to the extent and in the 
manner provided hereunder: 

(1) Out of the balance in every Savings Bank or 
Current Account or in any other deposit by what- 
ever name called, a sum not exceeding the 
following: 


De posit amount Amou nt payable 

Upto to Rs. 50 In full 

Above Rs. 50 10 per cent of the 

deposit or Rs. 50 
whiche ver is higher: 

Provided that the sum total of the amounts paid 
in respect of the accounts standing in the name of 
any one person (and not jointly with that of any 
other person) does not exceed 10 per cent of total 
deposit, or Rs. 50, whichever is higher : 

Provided further that no amount shall be paid to 
any depositor who is indebted to the Co-operati 'c 
Bank in any way ; 
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(iij the amounts of any drafts or pay orders or cheques 
issued by the Co-operative Hank, and remaining 
unpuid on the date on which the order of morato- 
rium comes into force; 

(hi) the amounts of the bills received for collection on 
or before the 27lh January, 1973 and realised be- 
fore, on or after that date; 

(iv) any expenditure which has necessarily to be incur- 
red in connection with any suits or appeals filed 
by or against, or decrees obtained by the, Co- 
operative Bank or for realising any amounts due to 
it, provided that if the expenditure in respect of 
each such suit or appeal or decree is in excess of 
Ra. 250, the permission in writing of the Reserve 
Bank of India shall be obtained before it is in- 
curred, and 

(v) any expenditure on any other item in so far as it 
is in the opinion of the Co-operative Bank neces- 
sary for carrying on the dhy-to-day administration 
of the Co-operative Bank, provided that where the 
total expenditure on any item in any calendai 
month exceeds the average monthly expenditure on 
account of that item during the six calendar months 
preceding the order of moratorium, or, where no 
expenditure has been incurred on account of that 
item in the past, the expenditure on such item 
exceeds a sum of Rs. 500, the permission in writ- 
ing of the Reserve Bank of India shall be obtained 
before the expenditure is incurred. 

3. The Central Government hereby also directs that dur- 
ing the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co- 
operative Bank — 

(a) may make the following further payments, namely, 
the amounts necessary for repaying loans or 
advances granted against Government securities or 
other securities to the Co-operative Bank by the 
Government of West Bengal, Reserve Bank of 
India or West Bengal State Co-operative Bank 
Limited, State Bunk of India or any of its sub- 
sidiaries or by any other bank and remaining un- 
paid on the date on which the order of moratorium 
comes into force; 

(b) shall be permitted to operate its accounts with the 
West Bengal State Co-operative Bank Limited or 
with any other bank for the purposes of making 
the payments aforesaid, provided that nothing in 
this order shall be deemed to require the West 
Bengal State Co-operative Bank Limited or such 
other bank to satisfy itself that the conditions im- 
posed by this order are being observed before any 
amounts are released in favour of the Co-operative 
Bank; 

(c) may return any bills which have remained un- 
realised to the persons entitled to receive them on 
a request being made in this behalf by such 
persons, if the Co-operative Bank has no right or 
title to, or interest in, such bills; 

(d) may release or deliver goods or securities which 

be pledged, hypothecated or mortgaged or 
Otherwise charged to it against any loan, cash credit 
or overdraft, 

(i) in any case in which full payment towards all the 
amounts due from the borrower or borrowers as 
the case may be, has been received by the Co- 
operative Bank, unconditionally, and 

(ii) in any other case, to such an extent as may be 
necessary or possible, without reducing the pro- 
portions of the margins on the said goods or 
securities below the stipulated proportions, or the 
proportions which were maintained before the 
order of moratorium came into force, whichever 
may be higher; and 

(e) may borrow from the West Bengal State Co-opera- 
tive Bank Limited and grant loans from out of 


such borrowings only, to the affiliated societies for 
seasonal agricultural operations and marketing of 
crops and for medium-term agricultural purposes. 

[No. F. 8/3/72-AC] 

RTTR 

vt. -3fr. 337. — 4 J 'q<+irt ftrftrRRR jfftftffiRir, 1940 

(1949 10 l rT) qrt tiTTT 56 4 IfUR (R ST) 4 TTW qfsR 

UTTT 45 qft 2PT-UT7T (2) 4 fTTTT JCfTT TitqRRt qrr RtrfR 
nrqnr m yirr 45 qfl artnrr (1) q? 

airtrifd VTTt ffrq- fa-Tpf ifrtR ^nn ftit Rif IT 

fwi 3Rf 4 qrq 24 IRTRI if^R qrprfiBT 4^ ftp 

(Frit |rp^ fitful/] «N> q^T rrt if) 4 if 

27 RRqff, 1973 qt 4^ SfiT STTR^tTr «r*r ifTffi I? 

30 sntvr, 1973 nq? rtt rR Ptt ft-rawr, arftmrRR 
3tTqV Rtf quiff ftrsTC) anftiR aiftjTffirR- tatr^-Rr qff 3rqftr 

4 tftfffi Rfqntf 4S 4 Rtf qntf rr^itf qrr qjR fttRr 

rr 3rtrqT qps qft rpifr qtnWR'f qt Rtf trrt wftm fqRi 
Tfrar w rt f sir ffinr qrr wr fttff tf 

hrr it 4 rtr «|q>itf nw atfvftrqir, 1940 (1940 qrr 21 
qf 4 rtr arftrftrtpr) qf sr^nfer tfqtrR 4 rir nrqrTr ^rm 
Rqftr tf urn srtf qtf- rr 4 3rftrqrrtff 4 irftrq^r r tf 1 

2. qftfk Rrqrrr trrr^fm hr ftrtfrr tf tfff tf ft; r4 

irfrfr arttrwrpT qff hiqftr 4 tftfffi RRqntf 4^ 

Ttfsnf tftf 4 f ftrftgR ^ 4- afrprftr 4 ftyp qttf am 
crfW rntf tfiiT, fafft xrqnr qrr ttftfRr Rffqnr q# qtfirr, 
tftf fttfqr -rtf' qrtfrT awqi 3 pt4 'tifttnl tfV 
qf rjrri tf swr 3GHHT fttff.wrr qtf arej-ratff ntf- qtfni 
t?r qffin qqV rutt? qr hr- 

awn q# qArr, qr ftmftrt^fi 

3tfr ftFRftrteTr qiirft*rftr ar^riVif amr 

qir mim 1 

(1) q^ra- 4^ an-nr wqT vft 

^ '^q>T? i Tirt qr# fqqft str- spru tsrrvf rf rqffi - 
rf nftr riqi 

TTHT f <xl fi tfw { tfh 

50 i^TT 

50 if siftrq; sim qr 10 

Rftrqirr 3tw 50 
7W4 5tf >ff 

a riW gf : 

qqRp fqi qff w qt'f rrftr ftqft irtp 
sqtqr (ftnift q? imr iptfqrr iqnf- Ff 

'T^F) qf -frii 4 <sis{ if ji m qi^ei nftr qf 10 mVu met 

it 3fftrq; 3mqt 50 I5q4, w^A srt iff 3tftiq; wf, 

uwt ir^ft fq^ift 

sqfq^r qt Bft^ PW -3T^T R# qft SfiTlft 3lt ft(5lft 

irqur it KifWt 4^ m q^aftrir ft ; 

( 2 ) iftt fWt q'rtg eTTurr, i t-3RgV 3iw rf%t qfi irftr 
^rt Rf qn4 4“^ 4 tr mftar q4 q?r ftpt ^ 
3 iJt 3t^t f^t at 1 4 ^ fvin dit^d qt fro 3infqr 
vtit; rfqi f, 

(3) 27 qrmrt, 1973 qt srtrqi A fer4 

RTR- artr tr trV it q?it., rr 
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to# 3et toNx # toe? to# to# ^N?uT to# 

nNurr , 

(4) #tot ## rto N NN crfW^ #N to? ^rrrr ami 
tot# Nr^r *tttot Nr tot #, apfN, wr 

TOWE# #N ^TTTT #t TO# N to# TOT 3f ■ TOT # Ns# 
TOT#}' NN m N TOTTTT TOTO# TO? TOriFT # TOTOTT 
armira #, Nr; toN ## R#tot HA^ 4, apfN 
wit Nro# to? torr # Nr ^n# tor rto to# 
m 25o/- w# # arNro N N tt# tot# # w# 
»TT7#N TV sr# tot; to# NNner ai^fd #T .-{TtTTfl 1 . 
N't 

(5) Nift sfto tot tot to^ ^toto - , ^i# rr; N tot rto" 

RTTOn# TOP TO? TATOE" #f AN TO #NTO) RTOTTTR 

tr# to? Nr toto arNroi# # toN N sri NN 
to toNo rr tot # N# to to Net tot tot^t 
tbt# arNwro an^ror # tot# to? & toNist 
# W RA TO N^ to #W nfro ?ro # to 
TOIT !#, WTT TOT TOT TO 4) TOTOIT # *## TO^T 
r# Ntot tot # NV rrr totc frorr r# tort 

TOT 50o/- TTT# # TO 3tTTJ Tit TOT TTTOT TO ®TO 

tt# # t# ftt#N Nr# #N to# NtTOtt to # 
tattN rtf# i 

3. toN#t tope in^tottt ^ # NNror #t# f N totoVI 
#N toA Nrfr siirPTTO to# rtN to? #Vr-— 

(TO tttto>t# AN NrNIW tN TOErfrof to 
eNtt, rtoN; Error# eN^Nt# 3pttot arro eN- 
r^Wf to? to# eNtote Ntr totot, rt#N Nr# 
AN 3RTOT #R TOTO Nr TOtNNtot «fN N ?to V, 
mrofN #N totot fiN tort ?rr 
frofr arro 4N tott toto# #N !# Nr to 
arror arfrorf rl arNroro arrNr ^ top# ?f# ^ 
toNt ^ ^ror ttt# #9" 4, tottR toto# $ 
Nr arpTOTOT rf ) 

(a - ) totor# #N ^ '^rfro toetNto to# # Tro 
#N tor Nr toNNt #N N. amr fro# aror 
#N $ tot tot# ?5T# iror# 9 # 3i^j-tN #f anro# 

VT -xjj fTT 'Tpfro TO tNt 9^ atTTO ?1#~ g#irr N 

TOtot^ cr *d fro# rm # Nr Nr to# # to# 
#to tor Nr toNNt #N N. totot Nt# arro 
#r to ir?r Tnror to tot# arpiN tototot totto 

Nto N) fTO" an#TO ^TOTT TOTOf E ^\'£ TOT^ TO #N 
fTOTT 9TTOT fTO!T TO TOT #* » 

(r) tttto# #N, tot tj,#i5 9 T N, N r 9# r#t 

1#, rTO# TOTO TO# # IfTOlT sirNfr # TOT/rN tc 

Nro totott rN tt^to# #N to tot to u ® ,l # tt 
rNrror r yt totto #N g^WN # tto ^ 
Nr t 5 # , 

(r) tttto# #N ## tot totto Nr^N'ii T N rt ?ro 
(#No ^ tot N# tot - , rror r# tort apN"- 
«,.pp;r # rr# Nr#t, NNr-rorr amro tojto 
tNI vN N aroiTO totot Tnrrfrr 9 # r# i;#, 

NtrNNrr 91 tot i to Nr to#to ; 

42 G of 1/72—2. 


( 1 ) NN ## rm# #f tot WNtN ^rororf to ^r- 
TOrfarf, # Nr# toN ttN rror toto# tto ^ttot 
Nto to# spto N to# f, ariV 

( 2 ) NN arro toft# #f, tot# ?rr 9 # rror Nr#t 
armrop tort totot N, NNN tototttto T # #N 
3 TTOTO tot aroynrl’ # #N N arfrwTOr an#ro qi 
ttto# 5t# # TO# tori; #f , rr# N *ft N# rf, 
a TOR a#TO mN A,N TO 1 TT TOlf## # aRTTRl# 
# pto N.4 Nrr, a#V 

(S') Nr Ntr Nr topNNt #N N. # tot # tt#tot 
rro r# #ror wft rrr N # toNN ^N tw# 
TOrrf ariV totrt # Nroror rro rrNro#t arroNr 
4 fNr totNN # Nr tototo Nroa# # toto # 
toNtt 1 

[tNto 8 / 3 / 72 -q. T#.‘J 

ORDER 

S.O. 337. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(2) of section 45, read with clause (zb) of section 56, of the 
Bunking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Cental 
Government, after considering the application made by the 
Reserve Bank of India under sub-section (1) of the said 
section 45, hereby makes an order of moratorium, in respect 
of the 24-Parganas Northern Central Co-operative Bank 
limited (hereinafter referred to as the Co-operative Bank), 
for the period from the dose of business on the 27th 
January, 1973 upto and inclusive of the 30th April, 1973 
staying the commencement or continuance of all actions 
and proceedings against the Co-operative Bank during the 
period of moratorium, subject to the condition that such 
stay shall not in any manner prejudice the exercise by the 
Government of West Bengal of its powers under the Bengal 
Co-operative Societies Act, 1940 (Bengal Act 21 of 1940). 

2, The Central Government hereby also directs that, dur- 
ing the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co- 
operative Bank shall not, without the permission in writing 
of the Reserve Bank of India, grant any loan or advance, 
incur any liability, make any investment or make or agree 
to make any payment, whether in discharge of its liabilities 
and obligations or otherwise, or enter into any compromise 
or arrangement, except making payments, or incurring expen- 
diture, as the case may be, to the extent and in the manner 
provided hereunder: 


(i) Out of the balance in every Savings Bank or Current 
Account or in any other deposit by whatever 
name called, a sum not exceeding the follownig: 



Deposit amount 

Amount payable 


Upto to Rs. 50 

Above Rs. 50 

In full 


10 per cent of the 
deposit or Rs. 50 
whichever is higher: 




Provided that the sum total of the amounts paid 
in respect of the accounts standing in the name of 
any one person (and not jointly with that of any 
other person) docs not exceed 10 per cent of total 
deposit or Rs, 50, whichever is higher: 

Provided further that no amount shall be paid to 
any depositor who is indebted to the Co-operative 
Bank in any way; 

(ii) the amounts of any drafts or pay orders or cheques 
issued by the Co-operative Bank and remaining un- 
paid on the date on which the order of moratorium 
comes into force; 

(iii) the amounts of the bills received for collection on 
or before 27th lanuary, 1973 and realised before, 
on or after that date; 

(iv) any expenditure which has necessarily to be incur- 
red in connection with any suits or appeals filed by 
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or against, or decrees obtained by, the Co-opera- 
tive Bank or for realising any amounts due to it, 
provided that if the expenditure in respect of each 
such suit or appeal or decree is in excess of 
Rs. 250, the permission in writing of the Reserve 
Bank of India shall be obtained before it is in- 
curred; and 

(v) any expenditure on any other item in so far as it 
is in the opinion of the Co-operative Bank neces- 
sary for carrying on the day-to-day administration 
of the Co-operative Bank, provided that where the 
total expenditure on any item in any calendar 

month exceeds the average monthly expenditure on 
account of that item during the six calendar months 
preceding the order of moratorium, or, where no 
expenditure has been incurred on account of that 
item in the past, the expenditure on such item 
exceeds a sum of Rs, 500, the permission in vvrit- 
ing of the Reserve Bank of India shall be obtained 
before the expenditure is incurred. 

3. The Central Government hereby also directs that,, dur- 
ing the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co- 
operative Bank — 

(a) may make the following further payments, namely, 
the amounts necessary for repaying loans or advan- 
ces granted against Government securities or other 
securities to the Co-operative Bank by the Govern- 
ment of West Bengal, Reserve Bank of India or 
West Bengal State C'o-operativo Bank Limited, State 
Bank of India or any of its subsidiaries or by 
any other bank and remaining un paid on the date 
on which the order of moratorium conics into 
force; 

(b) shall be permitted to operate its accounts with the 
West Bengal State Co-operative Bank Limited or 
with any other bank for the purposes of making 
the payments aforesaid, provided that nothing in 
this order shall be deomed to require the West 
Bengal State Co-operative Bank Limited or such 
other bank to satisfy itself that the conditions 
imposed by this order are being observed before 
any amounts are released in favour of the Co- 
operative Bank; 

(c) may return any bills which have remained un- 
realised to the persons entitled to receive them on 
a request being made in this behalf by such 
persons, if the Co-operative Bank has no right or 
title to, or interest in, such bills; 

(d) may release or deliver goods or securities which 
may be pledged, hypothecated or mortgaged or 
otherwise charged to it against any loan, cash 
credit or over-draft : 

(i) in any case in which full payment towards all 
the amounts due from the borrower or borrowers, 
as the case may be, has been received by the 
Co-operative Bank, unconditionally, and 


RTTcftr Fcro 44 to Ftp# b4 toFtrto tt Ftto toF 
4 to tRfcrmic'T 44 tctFr4b ?r4 

tori; btorF 44 brt 4 1 ) 4 btow 4' 27 

5iwl, 1973 qF 44 m toFto to tiM 4 so to4t, 
1973 to sifc to Fro tF Frbiw, 3tFrwbr rtFF 
Tnft t F3m4 3p|,Tnr aiFiTOBR str^r 4F toFr 4 tpIVpr 
bto 4F 44 4 Frc^r r4F tort? *4 to Ftob TOR- 

TOR ^ 9# TO TB r Ll^qT tF CTOT BtFbR fTOR 
TORT f, TOR; TOT BIT if F4 TOB W TO BURR FtoFF 41 

jtw 4 4m wrorF brr ^Ftor, 1940 (1940 t 21 m 
4m artwFRm) 4 3 trt4r tFtor 4m nrw lbr 
totr 4 ht 4 m4 rt4 br4 toFrtotF 4 nFod^n r rF 1 

2, 4=44 uiw qfpf^(7T m Fr4r ifF 44 t Fr to4 
4FfR 344 rtbr TO toFr 4 rFtir R?to4F 44 rtt4Fr 
F crof 44 4F FrFtrr m 4 3 irttF 4 4 Fmr rF^ RPR 31rrt 
arfirB b# 4bt, FrofF rtoc to Rifmr bFFtot b# toFrt, 
rF^ FtoFr btt rtbt 3trr torF h^Ftor! aifc ^R-RiFtrF 
4 irRRtr 4 T44T TOTOT FtoFF Wlf 4t TORFfF R# 
TORT BR 3TRTR4F TORT T#mr R# TOVr RT F44F 5W TO 
mftiT 2iw stbr r# to4t, Ftor; m Fb^44FW 
r 4F4 4 ariT FrrF<tF?jr 44b to torFftFr torrFrrt 
wrt to b4bt 1 


( 1 ) m 4 TOTR 445 3 WRT RT^ m 4 SPRIT Fq# »FF BIB 4 

to4 rt4 FtoFF tor tot ttoF 4 ram 4 
4 FrorF^rFisrcr niV to 


*frr rw 

3TBT «BT 10 
bFcTW 31W 
50 3lt 
3lFTO lit i 

torE F 4 t 3 Gt m 4 t rrf 4 r Fwft to 
mfro (F=i 4 t arm mfro 4 btb 4 

toT) 4 tot 4 ?3t 4 4 BBT qreT ttFtt 4 io bFbw 

4 Olfro 3TTOT 50 rrof Bt 4t S{Fto ct 

TOrt B?tl TO^ttBff^F^^lt Fwft 
mFro 4 TOR 3TBT 4t BTtpft 4 ?44t 
tott 4 btot4 44 m 4 , 


«TBT TOR- 

50 rqtt TO 

so 4 3 iFto 


(ii) in any other case, to such an extent as may be 
necessary or possible, without reducing the pro- 
portions of the margins on the said goods or 
securities below 7 the stipulated proportions, or the 
proportions which were maintained before the 
order of moratorium came in force, whichever 
may be higher; and 

(e) may borrow from the West Bengal Stato Co-opera- 
tive Bank Limited and grant loans, from out of 
such borrowings only, to the affiliated societies for 
seasonal agricultural operations and marketing of 
crops and for medium-term agricultural purposes. 


(2) 44 44 i^rire, 4 anVr amr 4 VF 4 F nfVr 

4 44 4 tot bt4bt qtf bt4 Ft4 

3i r< ar^T F't4 toJ 4^ Fbtt bt4?t ^ trbb- afttpr 
RFC ^TT f , 

(3) 27 BTO4, 1973 *4 aTTOT TOl4 ^ tjrBJBT 4 Fb4 

btrt 31 F 7 tot bt4to 4 TOT Bifter 
^4 bt to differ 4 tot 4? ^Ftob'I 4? 
TtF^FB , 


[No. F. 8/3/72-AC] 

SBW 

ft. «rr. Fb- 338 . — 44 n 4 FbFtoto ctFbFhbb, 1949 
(1949 BB lOBT) 4 F TOTT 56 4 TiBRJ (B BT) 4 BIB bF^T 
UTTT 45 4 t TOB 17 T ( 2 ) 4 TOT RTOT BF BdB ' F BT BBfB ' 5 T# 
4^4 BTW TOT TOT 45 4 F BBTOT ( 1 ) 4 


( 4 ) tj^B TOB Bt Fb 4 F BTOlfF 44 4 fTOT BTOT 
to4 Fto^j- tot F44 b4 tot 4, -3Bf4r, tor 
bbtoF 44 ^tot 4 t b 4 I Fto 4 F bt 44 bF Fbw 4 
bi 4 F Fb 4 F ttob bF b br 4 4 b to -tr 4 ^ ^ttht 
topito wt, F^ro bFt 44 bt4b totoF, artfk 
tobt Froft 4 btobt 4 F 44 bt 4 toF to 4 F 
rm 25 o/- toF 4 arfro bF ?r 4 to 4 4 
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MT7 FHr Few F?rt?sur ar^rFcr eft 

ariV 

(5) Fqrft ar^r trr qr tF# rr, w Ft tc 

W5 e£ FtW Fr Fr TT F*FuT I-IWtR 
■TOtF 4 FcTB WIT ajFwF ft qqivf* Fnp 3rgf Fqqft 
^ tFort w F FtFI Fs- qr Ft-it qvq 
?s nf 3if;roFFT F trF 4 v. »nfkf 

rt 3TT JFT IT fsprr *tF ci(Vq nTTW RT F q? 

3TRTT ft, 3TW 3Tff 3TT 5Uf 4) JUW F' fTf aqr 
n# F<w irt ft stfc sir wrr Fw itF tut 
rr soo/~ urF F Tf ft sir uw tt «trr 
5R'«t F t^f vnr#q FusF 4% qtt FviFut rr F 
srqytFq- Ft inr-ft i 

3. OT tr^^T7T «Tf ift Fl'lV ^ft f Ft 

FfWi »Ftp qt uFfi 3 t?»iwr qF anFtr 4 fi’rrf— 

C«p) Ff^rtrr Fr F^qfvriW ^fV snTmfjrqf tc 
jnFq, ^tFF; tttrtF mFw^rrqr srw rr nFF- 
v^FcpF 4 FFtr Four btrtc, mrrfrr 
FwF Fr orw Frs - Fqrer rV qnqfFer Fr 
F eriFFg-, »qr#ir k4s r F'r arw Ft*# 

HfFR FrF Veit Fqn.fr ar^r Fr ^nrr wriF Fr 
F FtF ijF qprF aw c-jt-rttV at srffrrrR aq#r 
4 tm# fM ft ?qFter ft nF Ft 4, ft 
tptFF arfwft F FerF cihNW ft ( 

(ar) HfWt Fr ft <^#w 3 t^nFw ttF 4 F?rF 
*fe Fm #e ftanrFFfr Fr Fee awr F^Ff rr 
Fr 4 sw arrF i?rrF wtF ft ar^Fvr Ff sqtrFf 
PRR5 ?ft arr^V fr >Fht ft^ fmrrf §tfT Ff 
y ij f i rt sfFf ft Ffrft rfnr qt Ff^t aiFt rt Tfct *tR 
qjw ^ ftamrFF^r Ff . aw tt-t Ffft 

^ ft frr wr 4 arr^t afrat arrmer w 
ftiTT Ff w aq^V fTTTT Fr-HT^ nf Ffp fT *N 
^rm m FfR a r , 

C 4 !) Pnn'firt 4^, aa gjasRt ft, art qrpr a ft qaft 
rF, awt ftr fut 4 f^rtt ifFqa qt appriy 
<F" afer y^JTr fFy y^frrFt fT 3R 
tt arFyfrr a ft w ftfr ^FjsrF ^ ^TfT 
ft^ Fff y f t , 

(y) fffnt *rf qtt *nf aw aFrrt-rhRF ft art fy 
(^f) 4 w Ffrft fT, qf 7 ^ faf sp-fit aihrr- 
Ejqrd' 4 yyat Frrr'ft, F#s"-«Fyf ary^T y?yf 
rst arw arR-m ayiFry ft mft ft, Ffr- 
Famjy JTR?rf Ff rFf , 

CD Fftff t^Vt yryit Ff aft yyirrariV. qpifyf ^q 
qf rfqfart, ?t Fyapt qrtr yqrt rw wWr 
fqrrr F'rqT fry ft yaft arir 

( 2 ) Ffift arR ypTit Ff, yrpt rs ft rf^r Frrpft 
aqwrf appq Tzrm ft, FaFfR aR-nyr pf Fht 
W yy appqm rt tht art aitywia aqfV ^ 
qyrtt fM F ffft fFf #, fqrf at Ft yrF ft, 
3ff Tq?r artt qffH^Frf f7 iqF^R 4 aRJUft 
ft f*r Ff^t Ffqr : afr 


(f) tt-s fqry ftaqqrtef F^f Fa. F qff # fn^q 
q^q fF ft fqrr yFt rfr Ff F ’fFy wfFF fwf 
arir fwt f Fq-wr ott f rFqqrtt aqFhr 4 
EjjFrf rrytsrqt F FfrF ynpy yrMFit F w if 

yftq i 

[Wl yf. 8/ 3 / 72 N. Ft.] 

ORDER 

S.O. 3J3 . — 111 exeivise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (2) of section 45, read with clause (zb) of BCCtion 
id of the lianaing Regulation Act, iy49 (10 of 1949), the 
Centfi.l Uoveirmient, after considoring the application made 
by ttie Reserve Bank of India under sub-section (1) of the 
said section 45, hereby makes an order of moratorium, in 
rcspecL of the 24-Parganas Southern Central Co-operative Bank 
limited (hereinafter referred to as the Co-operative Bank), 
for the period from the close of business on the 27th Janu- 
ary, 1973 upto and inclusive of the 30th April, 1973 stay- 
ing the commencement or continuance of all actions and 
proceedings against the Co-operative Bank during the period 
of moratorium, subject to the condition that such stay shall 
not in any manner prejudice the exercise by the Govern- 
ment of West Bengal of its powers under the Bengal Co- 
operative Societies Act, 1940 (Bengal Act 21 of 1940). 

2. The Central Government hereby also directs that during 
the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co-operative 
Rank shall not, without the permission in writing of the 
Reserve Bank of India, grant any loan or advance, incur any 
liability, make any investment or make or agree to make 
any payment, whether in discharge of its liabilities and 
obligations or otherwise, or enter into any compromise or 
arrangement except making payments, or incurring expen- 
diture, as the case may be, to the extent and in the manner 
provided hereunder : 

(i) Out of the balance in every Savings Bank or Cur- 
rent Account or in any other deposit by what- 
ever name called, a sum not exceeding the follow- 
mg : 

Deposit amount Amount payable 

Ln full 

Up to Rs. 50 

Above Rs. 50 10 per cent of the deposit or 

Rs. 50 whichever is higher : 

Provided that the sum total of the amounts paid 
in respect of the accounts standing in the name of 
any one person (and not jointly with that of any 
other person.) does not exceed 10 per cent of total 
deposit, or Rs. 50, whichever is higher: Provided 
further that no amount shall bo paid to any 
depositor who is indebted to the Co-operative Bank 
in any way ; 

(ii) the amounts of any drafts or pay orders or cheques 
issued by the Co-operative Bank and remaining 
unpaid on the date on which the order of mora- 
torium comes into force ; 

(iii) the amounts of the bills received for collection on 
or before 27th January, 1973 and realised before, 
on or after that date ; 

(iv) any expenditure which has necessarily to be incurred 
in connection with any suits or appeals filed by or 
against, or decrees obtained by, the Co-operative 
Bank or for realising any amounts due to it, pro- 
vided that if the expenditure in respect of each such 
suit or appeal or decree is in excess of Rs. 250/-, 
the permission in writing of the Reserve Bank 
of India shall be obtained before it is incurred, and 

(v) any expenditure on any other item in so far as it 
is in the opinion of the Co-operative Bank necessary 
for carrying on the day-to-day administration of the 
Co-operative Bank, provided that where the total 
expenditure on any item in any calendar month 
exceeds the average monthly expenditure on account 
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of that item during the six calendar months preced- 
ing the order of moratorium, or, where no expendi- 
ture has been incurred on account of that item in 
the past, the expenditure on such item exceeds a 
sum of Rs. 500, the permission in writing of the 
Reserve Bank of India shall be obtained before the 
expenditure is incurred. 

3. The Central Government hereby also directs that, during 
the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co-operative 
Bank — 

(a) may make the following further payments, namely, 
the amounts necessary for repaying loans or ad- 
vances granted against Government securities or 
other securities to the Co-operative Bank by the 
Government of West Bengal, Reserve Bank of India 
or West Bengal State Co-operative Bank Limited, 
State Bank of India or any of its subsidiaries or by 
any other bank and remaining unpaid on the date 
on which the order of moratorium comes into 
forces ; 

(b) shall be permitted to operate its accounts with the 
West Bengal State Co-operative Bank Limited or with 
any other bank for the purposes of making the 
payments aforesaid, provided that nothing in this 
order shall be deemed to require the West Bengal 
State Co-operative Bank Limited or such other bank 
to satisfy itself that the conditions imposed by this 
order are being observed before any amounts are 
released in favour of the Co-operative Bank ; 

(c) may return any bills which have remained unrealised 

to the persons entitled to receive them on a request 
being made in this behalf by such persons, if the 
Co-operative Bank has no right or title to, or interest 
in, such bills; 

(d) may release or deliver goods or securities which may 

be pledged, hypothecated or mortgaged or other- 
wise charged to it against any loan, cash credit or 
overdraft ; 

(i) in any case in which full payment towards all 
the amounts due from the borrower or borrow- 
ers, as the case may be, has been received by 
tho Co-operative Bank, unconditionally, and 

(ii) in any other case, to such an extent as may be 
necessary or possible, without reducing the pro- 
portions of the margins on the said goods or 
securities below the stipulated proportions, or 
the proportions which were maintained before 
the order of moratorium came into force, which- 
ever may be higher; and 

(e) may borrow from the West Bengal State Co-opera- 
tive Bank Limited and grant loans, from out of such 
borrowings only, to the affiliated societies for season- 
al agricultural operations and marketing of crops 
and for medium-term agricultural purposes. 

{No. F. 8/3/72-AC] 

TT. TT. 339.— 4 ttfY tYrYpTR. 1949 (1949 

T 10 4) 4t RFT 58 4 <a (R RT) 4 Riff t Ydb RTF 45 4f 

rt-rft (2) 4 ^trt rrrt kiYfRRt tt t4 373 4rt?R 

R7TF RTR RFT 45 4t RTRFT (1) 4 srrirtfff RFffhT Yft 4 
4 t ^TFT Yf4 RR 3fT^U-ffR 17 YffRF TFt 4 RTR 24 RRTRT 
rr 4 4^?R qrterrr/fdff YrYrrY? (Yr4 mi, RfTitt 
4t Tff RRT f) 4 RTRvy rf npwtFT 27 RRrtt, 1973 4 
4 t TT TfNf if 4pT 30 3rtfV, 1973 RT 4V fF 

Yrr 4 Yrrttt, artywET rtrtt rfY tt4 3“ Yrr4 3trrf 

aiftiRRRR' rf&t 4t whr 4 rtVtr- Rfrit? 4 t 4 Yrirr- 

r 4 TF^Tffft TT Ytrt RTRT 3TRRT ^ 4t n4 tf4t?rY 
Tt RTtt CURT RtY^T YtRT RTUT f, ICR; r 4 Rf 4 Yt RFT 

rtf tt rrrr Yt4i 4 rtf if 4 rft rttrY w 3 iYrYrrr', 


1940 (1940 TT 21 4 TRTR StYrYrRR') 4 CTRFfR rYsRTR 
RRFT R7TF ?NFT RrYf 4 RTR Rfft IT# Rr 4 3TYffTFf i 

rYrt^t r ft i 

2. 444 R7TF OTfflFT fff YrrV 4 44 f 11 Yt r4 

arYfflRRR' 4t 3 t 44 4 RtVlff RfTFt 4 t RpcftR 
Yft4 4t 4t Yet Yo q cr 4 sr-prYff i Yrrt 4f c rpr 3ftrt 

3iYrR- 4RT, Yt4 RTF TT RiYrCT 4tTF R# 44, 

YrrV r# tYrt 3pmtt rr4 riYritY 4V r4-rtYf4 4 

RTRiST 4 3TRRT 3ERRT Y-f)4t RTF 4t SiqN J fi P 4 1)4 rT 

4 31RFFff TWT 4lTF P# tYrT RT Ynff RTF TT RRFFtRT 

spirt sinr r# t4tt, Yrri; Tg YrtrYrYsr r 44 4 aifl 
YrcrYrYrtR 4fRT RT RRiYftYr aiRFrYw 3F1RT 754 Tf 
r4rt i 

(1) r?4t trr 4t wh ^ aFirr Ynff 4f rtf 
4 i ^ti4 3tt4 rt4 Y*r4 sfr rrt gi4 4 4 r itr 4 
4 YrirYrYsr" fY4 rt > — 

3TRT RBR ITR 

W 

50 Rr4 rsr 

50 Rtr4 4 3fY«JT RRT TT 10 rYrW 3FFT1 

50 w4 4 4f 3 tY(TT : 

r7t4 c Yt 3trt 4f r4Y rut 4f n 5 w tt?4 YWf «i Yrr 
( fruft apR sifRR i rtr RR?fR w4 4 r#) 4 
rtr 4 ?3rrcf 4 rrt pfr tiYqi 4 10 rYr?ir 4 3fYtrr 
wr so rr4, ?r 4 4 4f arYyr ft, rr4 srtrt r 

ft I R3 4t Rff if Yqi 44 Ywt srYrR Tt 7TR 

aiRT r# 4t 3mpft 4 Ynft rtf 4 ritt4 TT 
t4rf ft ; 

(2) 44 Ysffff 4 t s^ire, >t-2rr47 44 4t fYti 4 

RfTFt 4 RR" RlVtlR 4 Rltt Tl Yft f~ RlfV TRT 

Yt4 5R4 Yrr- rfYit 4 rttr 3r4^t rfi; 4rt 

t , 

(3) 27 rrt 4, 1973 4 3iw rr4 v^ttrtr 4 Yrr 
RFR 4'l OT RfYrt 4 9f4, RR" RfW 4 RT 
rr- rrYit 4 rir Ri^r 4f r4 f^W4 4? 444 , 

(4) trt 4t 4 Yrtt Rf44 4 t 4 ^rft oti 

RRR? YrF^R RTR7 Yrj r4 R,diq4, aptfcT, 31RRT RfnVt 
44 pn 4 rrY Ysr4 rt 4t 4 Yrr4 rt 4 tWt 
ttr 4 t4 4 rtr^r 4 prrt tpfirt ft, 
Ytrj r4 44 r4t , 5i41vt -srirt YsrtY 4 
RFRRT 4 Yt^ rt4 rt4 IRR 4f irrt ?5o/- rr4 4 
aiYtrr f f 4 4 if4 rf44 Yf4 4t 4t 

YrYirr 3i -(,*1 Yr 4 RTiJjff, 4V 

(5) f44 3FT RR 17 44 ^FT, Rft RT Yt fff 2RR 
RfTTlt 4 Yrrf 4 4t tt 4Yrt rrftr rrt4 
4 Yrr TlRT 3lYR«tT4 ft Tr4Yt RfT Yt4 rt 
4efttR? 4 Yt4 rr 17 Ytrt rrt t^j ?r4 tYr- 
fptr 3n4R 4 ffftt 4 0: 44^ r#4 4 rr rr 
17 Yt? rr 44r rtYrt tft 4 n rirt ft, aniRT 
Rft RR" RR ^ RTRFr 4 4? 1 r4 YtRT RRT 
ft Olfv RTF YtRT RK Rl4 SRR 500/- TTi4 4 
RS RTTJ 4 RR" RTF TT =RR" TFT 4 Rf4r Yd4 

4t tY YrY4r m 4 sf^tYr iff Rn?4 i 
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3. ftftg btjjt? wRfrm ^ ftt ftftTg ftft ft R»Tift 

ftft: 4 aftwRTg ft arftftr ft ftftr — 

Os) ^t^sftrT ftp fwfft'OT aft? argjftftft m gft’TT, 

arftft; BTgdft ftftpftrf arw ar^r 
ft spft ftftgR ftw RWT7, Riftftj ??ft ftfi 
sr*^ fte ftm ftg ftfttBT ftp ftftrfts, Mnftr 
ftft ftp aron 3?rft fcpft ^iw ftft *tt ftkft 
3Rg ftp BlfPlft ftp ft fft ift WT J(V1 
aftVft 511 arf y vq J m anftr ft tTHL-fi" iftft ft tTTTter 

*ft ^PUl aft kN ft, ft qmftf aiqiq^fl ft feT^ 

anwra ft 1 

( 'js ) g^pft ftp 4 qftftr arqrftnft gft ft fft3 hz 
ftw ftg ftsftftr ftp hr. w ‘rftr^fr ar’g 4ft: 
4 bt*t apft ?sft ggTft ft argftg ft? anftt 
W aftft *pt ftrr 4^ aiT^rq- ftft fttT ft yf^itf 
4ft ftrft W ft Tft Sift ft trft ftpg qqlet Be d 
ftq? 1 ^ ftp ft. otp ft fftt ar^r ftp ft ?b 

fri-q -tj ft apft 3(|C|tpt aTPOTpg ttitqi ftrr ft s?ir 

arrftr ^rnr goTTif ’ft kw f ^pt 4ft trpt ft^i 
tt m t ; 

(’ll swift ftp, gg ftftft ft, ft 3f^r =t ft ftt ft, 
vHft BT<kr *fft ft SP 1 1 ? ftfw ft aOfftf 97 cue! I 
Bftjr yn^ftr 4ft *pt gg ftftft t ftft 
adWr? ft ft arw ftft ftfftft ft otpt ftf ^ 
T ft , 

W srfpnft ftp: ftft ’ttpt ami Jtftnftgft ft ft $g 
(4ft) ft tot ftft w, w; pft amr ftrmiTe 
ft <n^ft ftnft, amr *r^rP ?ft *Tft ft 

ar*RT otwt Wiftr ftt *rft ftr, 
iiTfrvrt ft ^ ?rftnr , 

(1) ^pft ftft ft anrr ’wlftrfyr ^fianKty 1 qy 

^'Jiqiqi'aft, ft I'mcI'J Ptftt tTlft W fT^PTft 4ft 

fftrr prft w 3ft 

(2) ’ftftt 3RST iTTtrft ft, wft ^TP ftt TPPT 
atmwP artnrr R^vrr ft ; ftrffta ar-yuft' ft 
ftft wi ^ ar^nftr ft ftft ft arftwRr 
anftrr ft rmft ftft ft T?ft ftr, ?^ft ft ft 
^ f^, gw *m aft? ftftn^ftft t? ’ftftft ^ 
aRprift ft ftft ?«HT ; aft? 

(^) ftc ftTi?r ftg ftqft?dT ftft ffr. ft ^ ft ?rftnT gw 
wf ft ftw ftt tw ft ft jftftft >^ftr ?R«Rft wrr 
aft? qgrft ft ‘rftorr gw ^ftftwftt arftg ft ftft: 
gftgft ft tgy} gwftr ftwaft ft =w ft gfttr \ 

[ft?3W y*p. 8/ 3 / 72 -aftft.] 

ft, wifftT, g'T'ftftr 

ORDER 

S.O. 339. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 45, read with clause (zb) of section 56 
of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, after considering the application made 
by the Reserve Bank of India under sub-section (1) of the 
eaid section 45, hereby makes an order of moratorium, in 
respect of the 24-Parganas Southern Central Co-operative Bank 
Limited (hereinafter referred to as the Co-operative Bank), 


for the period from the close of business on the 27th Janu- 
ary, 1973 upto and inclusive of the 30th April, 1973 stay- 
ing the commencement or continuance of all actions and 
proceedings against the Co-operative Bank during the period 
of moratorium, subject to the condition that such stay shall 
not in any manner prejudice the exercise by the Govern- 
ment of West Bengal of its powers under the Bengal Co- 
operative Societies Act, 1940 (Bengal Act 21 of 1940). 

2. The Central Government hereby also directs that during 
the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co-operative 
Bank shall not, without the permission in writing of the 
Reserve Bank of India, grant any loan or advance, incur any 
liability, make any investment or make or agree to make 
any payment, whether in discharge of its liabilities and 
obligations or otherwise, or enter into any compromise or 
arrangement except making payments, or incurring expen- 
diture, as the case may be, to the extent and in the manner 
provided hereunder : 

(i) out of the balance in every Savings Bank or Cur- 
rent Account or in any other deposit by what- 
ever name called, a sum not exceeding the follow- 
ing : 

Deposit amount Amount payable 

Up to Rs, 50 In full 

Above Rs. 50 10 per cent of the deposit or 

Rs. 50 whichever is higher : 
Provided that the sum total of the amounts paid 
in respect of the nccounts standing in the name of 
any one person (and not jointly with that of any 
other person) does not exceed 10 per cent of total 
deposit, or Rs. 50 N.P. whichever is higehr : 

Provided further that no amount shall be paid to 
any depositor who is indebted to ihc Co-operative 
Bank in any way : 

(ii) the amounts of any drafts or pay orders or cheques 
issued by the Co-operative Bank and remaining 
unpaid on the date on which the order of mora- 
torium comes into force ; 

(iii) the amounts of the bills received for collection on 
or before 27th January, 1973 and realised before, 
on or after that date ; 

(iv) any expenditure .which has necessarily to be incurred 
in connection with any suits or appeals filed by or 
against, or decrees obtained by, the Co-operative 
Bank or for realising any amounts due to it, pro- 
vided that if the expenditure in respect of each such 
suit or appeal or decree is in excess of Rs. 250/-, 
the permission in writing of the Reserve Bank 
of India shall be obtained before it is incurred; and 

(v) any expenditure on any other item in so far as it 
is in the opinion of the Co-operative Bank necessary 
for carrying on the day-to-day administration of the 
Co-operative Bank, provided that where the total 
expenditure on any item in any calendar month 
exceeds the average monthly expenditure on account 
of that item during the six calendar months preced- 
ing the order of moratorium, or, where no expendi- 
ture has been incurred on account of that item in 
the past, the expenditure on such item exceeds a 
sum of Rs. 500, the permission in writing of the 
Reserve Bank of India shall be obtained before the 
expenditure is incurred. 

3. The Central Government hereby also directs that, during 
the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co-operative 
Bank — 

(a) may make the following further payments, namely, 
the amounts necessary for repaying loans or ad- 
vances granted against Government securities or 
other securities to the Co-operative Bank by the 
Government of West Bengal, Reserve Bank of India 
or West Bengal State Co-operative Bank Limited, 
State Bank of Tndia or any of its subsidiaries or by 
any other bank and remaining unpaid on the date 
on which the order of moratorium comes into 
forces ; 

(b) shall be permitted to operate its accounts with the 
West Bengal State Co-operative Bank Limited or with 
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any other bank for the purposes of making the 
payments aforesaid, provided that nothing in this 
order shall be deemed to require the West Bengal 
State Co-operative Bank Limited or such other bank 
to satisfy itself that the conditions imposed by this 
order are being observed before any amounts are 
released in favour of Ihc Co-operative Bank ; 

(c) may return any bills which have remained unrealised 

to the persons entitled to receive them on a request 
being made in this behalf by such persons, if the 
Co-operative Bank has no right or title to, or interest 
in, such bills; 

(d) may release or deliver goods or securities which may 

be pledged, hypothecated or mortgaged or other- 
wise charged to it against any loan, cash credit or 
overdraft, 

(i) in any case in which full payment towards alt 
the amounts due from the borrower or borrow- 
ers, as the case may be, has been received by 
the Co-operative Bank, unconditionally and 

(ii) in any other case, to such an extent as may be 
necessary or possible, without reducing the pro- 
portions of the margins on the said goods or 
securities below the stipulated proportions, or 
(ho proportions which were maintained heforo 
the order of moratorium came into force, which- 
ever may be higher; and 

(c) may borrow from the West Bengal State Co-opera- 
tive Bank Limited and grant loans, from out of such 
borrowings only, to the affiliated societies for seasonal 
agricultural operations and marketing of crops 
and for medium-term agricultural purposes. 

[No. F. 8/3/72-AC] 

I,. D. KATARIA, Dy. Secy. 

Ti? C 29 mUT#, 1973 

«nr. -air. 340 — Tnufter ^ bft 2 ms 3(2) ^ 

tfss rf. 5143 <r. art. vr, 3541 4 w*r # mnfmr 20 ar^nr, 
1972 C-rfrri [Trill tfrUT (TT 15(10)-#. rft/72 Ufa 
# 3(T# IJWT — 

’far? 

4 . 5ft srreMillfW TTffas 24-11-1986 

fcT, 4 FOR# 

ftrfsr 15-11-1966 

m-ft trM^rri mnrU rt # 1 

[rf. tun. 15(10) if. rft./72i 

New Delhi, the 30th January, 1973 
CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 341. — In the Notification No. 14(9)-B.0. 111/72 dated 
the 13th October, 1972 published as S O. 3738 on page 5242 
of Part II, Section 3(ii) of the Go/ette of India the following 
correction may bo made, namely- — 

For Read 

6th October, 1972 6th October, 1973. 

[No. 14(9)-B.0. III/72] 
fawff, 2 tRKtf, 1973 

5>rr. 343.— : Ufai# Mrimm arfcrfmrtr, 1949 (1949 
qn ioqf) qU tun 53 f-nrr sfir bit jurfa W >rn 

q5fafa mm utfafa fui# ffanfw T<r 

srg qtfmr mft # fa sifafamr bU mr 9 4 ;tku, u# 
Bfarr 338/1 fa/ 2 4 irurfar qrfffar # 12 #5 m' tt 
FT sfhrT 3TW uufer (lNuNlit rfFTT faffiT# ?BTFT faffa) 
fa/ 25 45 ctmfa erfafa/ET fafa 4 mfarur far 


ft 29-1/2 cfe ] r 3 pt? «i 5 fanr fa gfapqr 4 fa 
ttrrp qq 29 1973 hft; b#' rfa 1 

[fa. 15(1)-#. 3/. 3/732 
fa #3/4494, 3T41 fafapT 

New Delhi, the 2nd February, 1973 

S.O. 342. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, on the recommendation of the Re- 
serve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of 
sectin 9 of the said Act shall not apply, till the 29th Decem- 
ber 1973, to the South Indian Bank Ltd., Trichur, in respect 
of the immovable properties measuring 12 cents of land 
(with residential building known as Roxvilla) under Survey 
Nos. 338/1 and 2 at Cochin and 29-^ cents of house site 
under Survey No. 25 in Rameshwaram village, Ernakulam 
District. 

[No. 15(l)-B.O.in/73] 
K. YESURATNAM, Under Secy. 


(airfAra «KT*f fa«TU) 
fa*rc w sw 

Rfa fa evfi , 6 974#, 1973 

*t. air. 343 .— fafafa B 7 TR, fafaEfa fafa(r cftrfiurFT) 

TUB J-TFt fa, 1957 4 7 4 TTffiT TtfaT, B fa r ^fa fafa?T 

(fafamuT) arhitmirr, 1953 ciogg qrr 42 fa) fa mrr 3 fa 
farafa ftff umenr Mfafas, far#/ (far# 977 fa 
IJtNffaV E fFT ITBI ? v ) £TTT REBBT 4 4 fafa fa# 

d4 -infaur tt 77 farm trU fa/ su m fa mu# 1 97 

4 srr? f# tfprr «rbt aqpm # ; b # ffr n, 

siftnUmr ttnrr 4 4 aumfr uw TrfUmrf ift 
TT ufr 47# w arftrfmnr 4} wm 4 4 smTrfn" t*ra#3r 
^ 16 1973 # 597s fH- arlU 15 1973 

mrrttr bt# #r iffirF artfu autu q5 fn#, niV- 

jfiWf 4 4 mrnfr # # n# ^nf anV tjtr?- 

f4T7r tpunfr fmrff'Rr ar# qr# wrr an# qT# 

Tffif 4 FTRT RFmrT JT^Ff f ■ 

JjWflV # auprffr u# 1 # amFft, griVi 

fr-4T rN^T qft BT#Q- 4 qF] 14 f?T 4 aug7-3U^7 

fEpUft arfr mrmft 3Fpiffr ?W i 

[si. 1?F. l/27/t?TT. i/721 

Err# trfmr 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

Stock exchange Division 

New Delhi, the 6th February, 1973 

S.O. 343.- — The Central Government, having considered 
the application for renewal of recognition made under sec- 
tion 3 of the Securities Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1956 
(42 of 1956), read with rule 7 of the Securities Contracts 
(Regulation) Rules, 1957, by the Bangalore Stock Exchange 
Limited, Bangalore (hereinafter referred to as the Exchange), 
and being satisfied that it would be in the interest of "the 
trade and also in the public interest so to do, hereby grants, 
in exercise of the powers conferred by section 4 of the said 
Act, recognition to the Exchange under section 4 of the said 
Act, for a further period of five years commencing on 
the 16th February. 1973, and ending with the 15th February, 
1978, in respect of contracts in securities, subject to the con- 
dition stated herein below and such other conditions as may 
be prescribed or imposed hereafter; 

CONDITION 

Dealings shall not be permitted on the Exchange except 
for spot delivery and for delivery and payment within a 
period not exceeding 14 days following the date of the con- 
tract. 


[No. F. 1/27/SE/72] 
R. M, BHANDARI, It. Secy, 
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ffarf fa wTO sjRw 

far 1 '-f, M, 1973 

TOfoqTo 344 — fifa fa TO fafaT fafafam, 1934 ^ VfTOm if TOTOTt 1973 fa 12 fafa fa HETTO ffT tTmTif % ffa fan 

TV fa*rm 


farm 


mrRcffa 

^PT TTTzf 

^tt *ffe 

19,31,30,000 

iffa TO filfTO far ajRm : 

(m) TOm If 7<irT 5?rr 

182,53,1 1,000 

T^T^T if 

•4931,41.96,00 0 

■ m ) '-iK-r v 413 7 rm%w 
ffafa rrfarjfairr 

171,65,38,000 

*!Tfr fT<^ ift 

4950,73,26,000 

fafa 

m? to fa 1 1. 1 

mrro 0 <.i,K far rwr rrfatjfairr 
fa fafann ffar far ^rfa farrm-mr 

354,18,49,000 

17,19,50,000 

4579,35,27,000 


4950,73,20,000 

fn TOfanrT 

4950,73,26,000 

rnfaw : 17 mrnmfa, 1973 



fa. fa. mrfa, mi nmfa 


12 irofaV, 1973 fa frfa fa *TTC tfffart ft *ffm fa WTO ft TOfamro TO Rnmr 



Wt 

wrffafa 

rfa 

?TT 

5,00,00,000 

fan 

19,31,30,000 

mfawtr fafa 

1 50,00,00,000 

nfa to farm 

5,52,000 

rrmrmfammm 


rfarrfamr 

3,02,000 

(fanrofam fwt ) fafa 

209,00,00,000 

gfa? far -vf^fa nfa fan 


■nfafa fan mm 


(v) fair 

1,18,19,000 

(ffafarruT ) fafa 

45,00,00,000 

(»ar) fafafa 

, . 

TT^fa tfreftfaT ^5?rr 


(n) rrTTOfa ’juror fan 

240,84,21,000 

(fafaTOfafa ffajfa) fafa 

1 75,00,00,000 

fafafa if t’jt gro JTOJT * 

174,1 5,08,000 

^ptttPfptt 
(t) wimfr 


fafair ** 

Tiror far farm : — 

349,25,59,000 

(i) fafafa rrrrtT 

52,64,40,000 

(i) to far rronrofa 

, 

(ii) 7m ntTOT 
(nr) fan 

(i) noj^ffar ^Tfaw fan 

(ii) TTJiT rrfamfa 3fa 

1 1,56,89,000 

294,54,84,000 

1 1,56,08,000 

(ii) rm rrarfar fat 

^ fa7 rrfan : — 

(i) TTO’jfa'T jrfTOJ fafa fa t 

(ii) ttot rr^TOfa far fa @ 

85,54,1 7,000 

13,4 2,55,000 
300,04,68,000 

(iii) 47 n^ffar ttto rrcmfa 4r; 

1,03,53,000 

(iii) 5*T7t fa 

Trfaj fpr (fafaifarr fniifa) frrr ?r 

4,08,64,000 

(iv) tojt fan 

34,21,000 

tjtt farm far farfar 
(jr) Tjur far fafar : — 

( i ) 7TTO TOTOTT fa 

(ii) ttto rronrfa faf fa 

(iii) fafarr rrftro’rrn fafa fa 

(iv) yfa nfajrr Rom fa 

(rj) fafaj npiRTOr faf ?r firofat ^f ffaur 
tt^to ffa Tpr (Rfatnim) RrRr '% nim far nfim 

54.80.38.000 

24.38.05.000 

10,00,00,000 

(n) 1 nmr 

76,70,47,000 

1 1,23,62,000 

nfarfsmr 

47,00,81,000 

tr^t Cl ^Vi ’ 5 C u r ^rfinr 

rrofro fafaffa tto (fafafaro ffamr) faRr R 

30,26,90,000 


376,70,37,000 

^r, nrffar far ffaur 
(<n) ffam irn fa fa mm far rrftm 
(m) frnnr fa rrrrr rorrt fn? fa jrfa/r«?- 
fai if ffaur 

5rm nnfrofa 

9 3, 0 6, 9 4, 0 0 0 

44,42,76,000 

77? 

1456,11,60,000 

rfa 

1456,11,60,000 


* too fa ' ^Ri^tfa! unffar ?f I 

** rrojfa $fa mm (fafafafa fwt) fkfer farr rrojfa fftfaffa mm (iftfaTfaro ffarot) UN if 4 fa 4 fa Mur unfair faf 1 1 
t rn^fa ffftr mm (fafarmfa fwj) fafa 4 iron mm far mfim wiRrm nfr f, 7773 rm rrrTOrf fa fro fa nmrot famr-fror urrRrm 1 1 
t fafa fa fan fafan faiffan fa mrr 1 7 ( 4) (n) % mfar mf^Rm 7rfmro far fa fafafr ffaff tt farm fa? faujm 7 . unfair # 1 
(a ; muffa far mm (fafafam ffarro) fafa far rrfar faj mm (RfafaTm) fafa 4 mror mm far farm urrffa roft f 1 

nirfar: 17 TOTfar, 1973 fao fa° fat, -37 nfat | 

[fa 'no 1/1/73 fa. fa. I] 
mo 7° farmroTfa, nmrrrRrm, 
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RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 1st February, 1973 

S.O. 344— An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934, for the week ended the 12th day of January 1973. 

Issue Department 

Liabilities 

Rs. Rs. Assets 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Notos held in the Bank- 
ing Department 

Notes in circulation 

Gold Coin and Bullion : — 

19.31,30,000 

4931,41,96,000 (a) Held in India . 

182,53,11,000 


Total Notes issued 

(b) Held outside India . 
4950,73,26,000 Foreign Securities 

171,65,38,000 



Total 

Rupee Coin .... 
Government of India Rupee 
Securities .... 
Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 

paper .... 


354,18,49,000 

17,19,50.000 

4579,35,27,000 

Total Liabilities 

4950,73,26,000 Total Assets 


4950,73,26,000 


V. V. CHARI, 

Dated the 1 7th Day of January 1973. Dy. Governor. 


Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 5th January 1973 


Liabilities Rs. Assets Rs. 


Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

19,31,30.000 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin ....... 

Small Coin ....... 

5.52.000 

3.02.000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 


Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

(a) Internal 

1,18,19,000 

Operations) Fund 

209,00,00,000 

(b) External 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 


(c) Government Treasury Bills 

Balances Held Abroad* 

240.84.21.000 

174.15.08.000 

Fund 

45,00,00,000 

Investments** 

349,25,59,000 

National Industrial Credit (Long Torm Opera- 


Loans and Advances to : — 

(d) Central Government .... 

tions) Fund 

175,00,00,000 

(ii) State Governments! .... 

854,54,17,000 

Deposits : — 


Ldans and Advances to : — 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks{ 

13,42,55,000 

(a) Government 


(ii) State Co-operative Banks @ . 

(lii) Others 

300,04,68,000 

4,08,64,000 

(i) Central G.i/ernmcnt , 

52,64,40,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 

(ii) State Governments 

11,56,89,000 

Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 


(b) Banks 


Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to 

(i) State Governments .... 

85,80,38,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative 

294,54,84,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks , 

24,38,05,000 

Banks 

11,56,08,000 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation . 

10,00,00,000 

(Hi) Non-Scheduled State Co-opera- 
tivo Banks ..... 

1,03,53,000 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures 

11,23,62,000 

(iv) Other Banks .... 

34,21,000 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

(c) Others 

76,70,47,000 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 
Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 
(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Bank ....... 

30,26,90,000 

Bills Payable 

47,00,81,000 

93,06,94,000 

Other Liabilities ...... 

376,70,37,000 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued 
by the Development Bank 

Other Assets 

44,42,76,000 

Rupees 

1456,11,60,000 

Rupees 

1456,11,60,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

♦♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long^TermlgOperations) Fund and the National Industrial 
CreditfLong Term Operations) Fund, 

tExcluding Loans and Advances from the National AgriculturaTCredit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

{Includes Rs. nil advanced to scheduled commercial batiks against usance bills under Section 17 (4) (c) of the Reserve Bank 
of India Act. 

(^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

V. V. CHARI, 

Dated: the 17th day of January 1973, Dy. Governor. 

[No, F, 1 (l)/73-B, O I] 
C. W. MIRCHANDANI. Under Secy) 
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fcrqV Rs m? i ( 2 ) ( 3 ) 


27 SFT'ul, 1973 

m. 3jr. 345— t?r T ' facfi atfaranfl 
orrw tJT Jjj^p) 1943 ^ 2 ^ W?T (TO ^ 

oth, rtft ^ rxk ^ 1/niqw 

ft'et*. «f^;, qsr. qit 7 sRrtf 1973 arnef 
afT^i tffcf' <d *>b, 9> IVltrfl arf^qjcif ®PT*f ^ feiq 

wt f 1 

[jj. A 4330/3/72] 
Sprite 3Tf(T7, ^T-wT'44 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 27th January, 1973 

S.O. 345. — In pursuance of clause (a) of Section 2 of the 
Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and Fees) Act, 1948, 
rhe Central Government hereby authorises Shri Q. S. Chau- 
han, Assistant in the Consulate General of India, Dubai, to 
perform the duties of a Consular Agent with effect from the 
7tb January, 1973, until further orders. 

[F. No. T. 4330/3/72] 
PRAMOD KUMAR Dy. Secy. 

WTtT Uflirw 
25^PrO, 1973 

sfTTo WT° 346. TOT rrftrftr flfafwrr, 1963 ( 1963 TT 

41 ) 45) am 12 4ft aram ( 1 ) % <r am ara afwfi 
w aata nrrrt fa ipstt, dH dV $ ^fa 

( 2 ) Jr fafaf^aiTOT aara^r auftaO % ftrtaafanrf «frt,^a7T: 

jaa ( 3 ) tflr ( 4 ) Jr rroaFft afafteft t f^P r Tm 
fatarr 696 alt aifa % faa arw alafa fana, 1 9 s 5 % faaa 
21 % atfta ’ffaff $ wt Jr, qd^Kt ^z 

t- 


*f>*T JHT fqri*iiqi 

?WT 

Sp: *61 

fatart 

aafa 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . inft qwu, (art ^rf, 
mrfmfr Jrarr Jr iff) , 

1969-70 aar g+rr at 
tr awra ifr arma 

5rtJr * ^ frfa 1 1 

a^t 

1969-70 

ftafa at 

% fair 

2 . tnff >m»K (“91^ ijpfl, 3*ft aT attt 
aaftaff Jhtt; Jr ^t) fWf 
1970-71 trar af at 


1970-71 

fatta at 
% faa 


atpsTaa ®naw 
fnJr % ylfifa gf 1 1 


3. fft fat 1 , sfr faafa at 1909-70 

a^pt 

1-4-1909 

% 4 ] tin IV 41 dl Plm Jr rf4> 


t 19 69-70 

at ar aaJf afaar at waftr 


Jr *oa Tgt 

% faq ara Tgf «fr 1 . 


aft arffw 

Cl^ 

4. fat 1 , aft faafa at 1970-71 


1-4-1970 

% atm faaff artar Jr qar 


t 1970- 

at ar aaJf afaar at aafa tr 


71 Jrta 

fan aa ttf «fr 1 


agt at 
arfwaar 


[ato 

fio 25011 

/ 3 o/ 7 2-^1 o1 I °ipRt 



o 1, •3 T f-U h 

MINISTRY OF 

FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi, the 

25th January, 1973 

S.O, 346.— In exercise of the powers conferred by the pro- 
viso to sub-section (1) of section 12 of the Textiles Com- 
mittee Act, 1963(41 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
exempts from the payment of fees leviable under Rule 21 of 
the Textiles Committee Rules, 1965, the manufacturers of 
textiles and textile machinery specified in column (2)of the 
Schedule given below to the extent and for the period speci- 
fied in the coresponding entries, respectively, in columns (31 
and (4) thereof: — 

SCHEDULE 


Serial Manufacturers of 

No. textiles and 

textile machinery 

Extent of 
exemption 

Period of exemption 

1 2 

3 

4 

1. All parties (whether 
in cotton, woollen or 
textile machinery sec- 
tor), who have suffered 
losses before providing 
for depreciation during 
the year 1969-70 and 
two earlier years. 

Whole 

for the financial year 
1969-70. 

2. All parties (whether in 
cotton, woollen or tex- 
tile machinery sector), 
who have suffered losses 
before providing for de- 
preciation during the 
year 1970-71 and two 
earlier years. 

Whole 

for the financial year 
1970-71. 

3. Cotton Mills, which had 
remained closed for a 
period of one year or 
more from any date 
during the financial 

year 1969-70. 

Whole 

from 1-4-1969 upto 
the date of clo- 
sure in 1969-70 

4. Cotton Mills, which had 
remained closed for a 
period of one year or 
more from any date 
during the financial year 
1970-71. 

Whole 

from 1-4-1970 upto 
the date of clo- 
sure in 1970-71.. 


42 G of 1/72—3. 


[F.N6. 25011 /30/72-TEX. A .] 
T. JCHANNA, Dy. Secy. 
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farfcre, 3mmr-far75fff wr ^rwfw^r) 

m f favvfr, 20 3rmn9, 1973 

wt. an. 347, — ^fq'e'fa^r s^. farfW q^r- 

?nmr TifVr Tfrr^r qit jfefa- »ftw rfan sRrfym aryV 

4i fan? 4iTel^ 4,'j|f r ' 4> aTFITT 45 T<n i<; m^rfaf 77. 
1031143 fapt45 17-3-67 fasfT *Tm *17 I ?q 

fatfa^ <^*■*-'£'1-^1 r\ irtw, i% , i *f m*i i 

f fa* sv^n Hwhr 4*9 frm i^t farfarmq famw 

Rfarmf arwiw yt ni[ c f- ain ysrfaf ^ fanV fapm f 

fa& gqr^RT nTyrte - qft ar^fprfV trfarm 3m9 4*9 m*ft mfaq i 

armf nV 4 imVr t? amfcrr? 4 <?* ?pt* 7 qr qifaqrq farm 

it i anilipriT&r^ ytrfT mi^e if fas wi^Ty 4i9 mn 

*pp fafarnq fmrw irfanm af s* 1 srft fafaV <^m *" 
fau arrfaqs 4rf yqrr H i ifcW 4*9 af^fartq- iffai^ mu j^t 
WWr fapcfq-nr nfarm mft 4-9 arpft mfa? i 

4s9 *F?r r-ffan^ mrr *p fafarR7r far7faw ufarm 
7fj m if nf ^ i ytfW ordfarfa nfabi 3 t?pt 4 snft 4ft 
m 7?9 tf* 1 i 

[77. <fr 3TR 3(9/549/ 66-67/W-l *fr/l299] 

TTTr^r fans, ^T-ip*w fawn 

*ff9 777^477 *£W fafavqp 

(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
New Delhi, the 20th January 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 347. — -The Superintending Engineer, Yamuna Circle 
Construction Circle, Debradun was granted licence No,|G|A| 
1031 14J dated 17-3-67 for Import of spares for Matterson 
Bevel gear generating attachment. The Suptg. Engineer, 
Yamuna Civil Construction Circle, Dehradun has reported 
that Customs and exchange control copies of the licence 
have been misplaced and ho has requested to issue duplicate 
copies of the same. 

In support of their contention the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the customs and 
exchange control copies of the licence have been lost and 
directs that the duplicate copies of the said customs and ex- 
change control copies of the licence be issued. 

The original customs and exchange control copies of the 
licence have been cancelled. Duplicate copies of the same 
are being issued separately. 

[No.PRO/549/66.67 /LIB/I 2991 
Surdul Singh, Dy. Chief Controller 


(vr-^pw fanfm*, wRTTT-fa’Rffr m < infa*o 

4i)faH, 22 5ETJT7, 1972 

■JiiqV 

R?4'V*«t'4i<ti o vM/trf rt. faf, qm 

4ft 3m9 fast? m? R7J#77 77. 1677036/ 

t^Atw trw/38/^/31-32, famre 19-2-71 

ufar) 4lf TYT 4T7~RT I 

4 fT. air, 348, — «<M] Tf45fj(T74nrT psN^t py IV., 

Tilc^Mltt 4 t[ 4ITfl?44i y 44)441 ^ WiftT 


?f5W 7) 4 )^141^ ^?4 f g l ?d 5*75 4Tt'cf+t 7W pn5 

Rrnrrfj ^ 3fm4 ^ tfnj 4149 yvtn trf T'T'rrar 

V. RTT) 4? f?n? tr^ HT?fNr 7f. 'ft/l?Tr/l677036M/'T4Tr 

cr e ra'/3e/? E /3i-32 l fr^ 10-2-71 pfrspr *ir 1 

y -yW i yq^w Miyr)^ 4/) ai^fvifq ntfr ^ 

fetri yrr amm m an^f f fa; ^ 5rnr#ff ?4^r 
tWit frm $ art n 7 rr/ 3 TT»imw yt nrn y“ 1 armf 
^ mmfr 4 1 4 tju; ^rw mr y“ 1 

tf- ?4! R. 'f)/tTR/l077O36M/TW 

>7W/38/^/31-32, 19-2-71 Sit 3p|T^ 1972 445 9/1^1 

fqrm w rt yW) ^ uta f«fv4i h yWu f4rcj 

f«RT ^ art tt^ 1 f sift ^rr ^ fa sum?*; 4rf arq^ 
vu^ t) w 4>^ an^ferfr ffim ?p?45 frfn - virrt 4)9 5mft i 
cmOTT. 2/72-73/^ \/w. i?r. air? 1 ! 

n^;, tt fmr44i. 

(Office of the Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

Cochin, the 22nd November, 1972 
ORDER 

Sub Cancellation of licence No. P|S|1677036|C|XX|38|EI 

31 32, dt. 19-2-1971 (Customs Copy) issued to 

M/s. Padinjarakara Agencies Pvt. Ltd., Kottayam. 

S.O. 348..— M/s. Padinjarakara Agencies Pvt. Ltd., Kotta- 
yam has been granted licence No. PlS|1677036|C|XX/38/E 
31-32 dt. 19-2-1971 for Rs. 4,149 (Rupees Four thousand 
one hundred and forty nine only) for import of Latex mechani- 
cal stability Test apparatus electrically operated and permis- 
sible spares thereof under the Actual users category. 

They have applied for duplicate copy of Customs copy 
of the said licence on the ground that the original licence 
has been lost /misplaced, fully unutilised. In support of 
their claim, the applicants have filed an affidavit. 

I am satisfied that the original copy of the Customs copy 
of the licence No. P|S|1677036|C[XX|38|E|31-32, dated 
19-2-1971 and revalidated npto July, 1972 has been lost/ 
misplaced, fully unutilised and direct that the duplicate copy 
of the Customs copy of the said licence should be issued to 
the applicant firm. 

[No. 2/72-73/AU/SSI] 
P. GOVTNDA RAJU, Dy. Chief Controller 

(sW-t^w Tyti-aw, ommr-fcntftT rtt TmfwR) 
qrmft, 25 mrtrf, 1972 

amfar 

?‘4T4' 1—5000 75. RyTf 4? 4187% TT. 'ft/Q7f/l070O92/7ft 
t?T7T TfTr/4oA?W 33-34 fcprr4! 4-9-71 qtf #7^545 

faqmft irtn- qrf 7^? 4^ 1 

*T. 377. 349.— TTTxft ^4^(774! ^ rtr« ^?ET4 ! 

15.8 4 1 45T7T, qiqU^HI^ll, 4TTRf{V-20 *89 7WTT 

4) 3mi7?r ^ fm? 5000 75, 457 smmr tt. >ft/ 

1670092/7^/0477 <747r/40/tfT7T/33-34 ?<?TEP 4-9-71 IPTEf 
f^TT >7*77 *TT I 374 3^) 777^77 4/f 7fkRl,e4i ^4 5| (ft 

htrf 4i9 3 T^?ViTt 45 feHJ !7f T? 371^ fW f f45 
7ft^l4[y4i t5T45T7fr RtfT R T hj 4!| / l # 

4571^ farm arfV fa^w far^ farm ’T^ £ /'3rw7mw 

irt ^ 3 rfa 7^ fait 3 T 4 - m^lrr «r 9 far ^ iTft irfar 
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qrf atrmw riis^B q? ^ ^ 5000 77. q? 

fan? ^ 1 

gqpcfW mF bb»?b 4 wro or 

fqRT I ^ §7 fa OT^rf dl?Utf qft *^b 

IWf qfa si b^Mtbtbw irf f orft fafar ^bt 
fa ?Bqft 3M,?ertq <3rpfar qrt bit^ qft Bpft ^rfa 1 di^Ttr 
oft 03B #prrs^fi faqrreft trfa qer^rrr wi oft BTrft ^ 1 

[B. 3ITf BT tf(/' TOT TOT 3^/40 l/Tfr-43/q qro-72 / 'fi‘] 

OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY CHIEF CONTROLLER OF 
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS 

Bangalore, the 25lh November, 1972 
ORDER 

Subject: — Cancellation of Customs Purposes copy of 
licence No. P|S|1676092|C|XX/40/X/33.34. 

dated 4-9-71 for Rs. 5,000/- 

S.O 349.— M/s. Sri Vinayaka Bangles and Plastic Industri- 
es, 15.8th Cross, Padarayanapura, Bangalore. 26, were granted 
Import licence No. P/S/1676092/C|XX|40|X|.33-34 dated 
4-9-71 for Rs. 5,000 for the import of Plate glass. Thev have 
now applied for duplicate copy of Customs Purposes copy 
of above licence on the ground that the original of the above 
Customs Purposes copy of licence has been lost/misplaced 
without having been registered with any Customs Authority 
and not utilised at all and that the duplicate copy of Customs 
Purposes copy of above licence now required is for the full 
value of the licence l.e. Rs. 5,000. 

In support of the above contention the applicant has filed 
an affidavit. I am satisfied that the original Customs Purposes 
copy of the above licence has been lost/misplaced and 
direct that a duplicate copy of Customs Purposes Copy of 
the above licence should be issued to the applicant. The 
original Customs Purposes copy of the licence is hereby can- 
celled. 

[No. ITC /SSI/401 /C-43/A.M.-72/P] 


TTTOft, 28 Wl, 1972 

wpftr 

faro 3000 77. ^ fa<3 surf fa^ T P 3 b. if/ 

qrr/ie708O8 M ijw irW4i/<rw/33-34 
faofa 13-12-71 qft q^faBT^ft BVT 

rprr Ww r-faqw irfW q>t 1 

m <HT. SSO.-TpW ^ _ (i*TB 9 id r B) 

BTBT'Pte ’PITT, «T l rai ^-2 qrl - BBB rBraTTt, B/lfatf 

fnn ^ anwr q? fat* 3000 77. qo bettb 

Big#B C ^/qror/ i 67080 BM/trw BW/41/TW33-34, 

fatR! 13-12-1071 qrf faiRT BBT BT I <3Brfa 

**>f 31 B; fa fa fa HTO qilfafafa BBT R^T fatdRq 
faBqur ufaqt q? far; pr amm R 7 arpfaR fa - ^ ^ fa 
I^r q.fafarfa RRT *$?T MfaBB fafaBT htofa 

Bjjur faRrcpqi qtrafwq - fa qfa^rr qrrqfa b*tt 'S q^t srrfaq; 

d q q| t T qrfa ^ *wm at B^ fa^fa fan* 

Blffa^ ^ faRT BBT 'll 3000 77. ^ afa ^ fidufaf 
faB WT BRBiB qT7 faBT BBT BT B? 1500 77. ^ afa 3TR 
sjjq- qjfa 1500 77. RTB qt teiq qtTtf- 

imit bvt ipr fr m fT frf'qqt qtt unwra ^ i 

qV qt RTpifr it ■Buqi ^ ^ qi?73w 

fqtRt 1 tf - ^ 'd'r^W RTT^ ^ ^ 

qjRt tblKj'Bqtft 7RT trfTRT at TT^ 

tftnT ^ ^ #tt^ apf- 


Tmft 7RT I^T t qV-CR tdqqtir qfTRt vUl't qft Bpft mttq 1 

g twfqq ^t ^ ^tRun^qi qii4'B>'tft bvt ipri 

Mw fd T tqm RtfRrr Vt srpift ^ i 

[B. SUjf et. vft'./PTT, TOB. 3fT^7o-373/q. TOTOT-7l/rtTOr. tfr.] 

qt. BqnTRTT, bt 

Bangalore, the 28th November, 1972 
ORDER 

Subject :— Cancellation of Customs Purposes and Exchange 
Control Purposes Copies of Licence No. P/S/ 
1676808/C/XX/41/XI3V34 dated 13-12-1971 for 
Rs. 3,000. 

S.O. 350. — M/s. Mysore Silk House (Exporters), Nagarth- 
pct Cross, Bangalore-2, were granted an Import licence No. 
P|S] 1676808!C[XX|41|X|33-34, dated 13-12-1971 for Rs. 3,000 
for import of Aromatic Chemicals, Natural Essential Oils 
and Resinoids. They have now applied for duplicate copies 
of Customs Purposes and Exchange Control Purposes copies 
of the above licence on the ground that the original of the 
above Customs Purposes ana Exchange Control Purposes 
copies of the licence have been lost after having been 
registered with Madras Customs House and utilised partly. 
The total amount for which the licence was issued is for 
Rs. 3,000 and the total amount for which the original licence 
was utilised is Rs. 1,500 and the duplicate copies of Customs 
Purposes and Exchange Control Purposes copies of the above 
licence now required is for tho balance value of Rs. 1,500 
only. 

In support of the above contention the applicant has filed 
an affidavit. I am satisfied that the original Customs Pur- 
poses and Exchange Control Purposes copies of the above 
licence have been lost and direct that duplicate copies of 
Customs Purposes and Exchange Control Purposes copies 
of the above licence should be issued to the applicant. 
The Original Customs Purposes and Exchange Control Pur- 
poses copies of the above licence are hereby cancelled. 

[No. ITC/SSI/A-373/A.M-71/NP] 
K. JAYARAMAN, Dy. Chief Controller 

(R*pwr Wnpsrqt, <*r 

B31B, 0 ffitim, 1972 

fatiR M l sjt-fa E 1 . w/l670024M/3rf <307/38/13*1 

29.30 16-3-71 (7-7RT qNt) qft tW 

bvt *p- fqf*w frrow nffRt qrf 

7^q qTTOT I 

WTT. <MT. 351.— *frfr3f, 4 4 OPf 7V+ 5W*TB, 

f T W I / B , R3TB 13 q^ ^nr'fT, 1969-01^ 1970 <3P^tr qi fBT3 

Bfrpr itb ^ orr^TTxr q? 21007 77. qtr 1711 

<3fF7nr BT^FfB B. <f[/w/l07OO24/^/3rf 3(T7/38/i*B/29-30/ 

f^rrq; 16-3-71 , brt »it i <s*f 4 fqwtfbr 

bt?t^b a nfotfr trt *^r 

^ ?W3 ib sow 07 <3 tbNb 

fqi *^B qfoBf ^ f I W 'll! Tjff'RT 

^7T ^ Vq5 11667 77. (7BT7I1 ?3|T7 Oi Bt 1 77013 RTX) Tfqi 

BfijttiH OTT dOTTfri ^7 Trlqi BBT ^ I 3i4-l' 0? BB*f*T 

30^ 4 itp qrw tb qifisei tqorr i 



534 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 10, 1973/MAGHA 21, 1894 [Part II— 


4 ffas §7 fa fWmffa ^ qrfa 

tpnft 9*11 *$t fafarnr f#w ufam jiww it ’Ti'f 
arft far^r ^rr ^ fa anfa*; ^ loooo (w 77, htt) 
<t 5 fat? 3#^ sFjjfarfa rrfa Fifaf sfpft ^nfa? i 

HT^Ffa 9ft ^ F ftHRj, v9S Jffa 99T R£T fafaRTf 

fapsfajr irfa tjfiffrm 79 ; 9 ft mff f 1 i 

EFT. tf-ll/200/q W70/OT t?R 3^-2] 

t?r, r>. m. fair#, fa^m 


OFFICE OF THE JOINT CHIEF CONTROLLER OF 
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS 

Madras, the 6th December, 1972 
ORDER 

Sub : — Cancellation of both Customs Purpose copy and Ex- 
change Control Copy of Licence No. PS/ 1670024/ 
T|OR|38|M|29.30| dt. 16-3-1971 (Rupee Area). 

S.O. 351. — M/s. Masseys, 4B, 4C, North Railway Termi- 
nus Road, Royapuram, Madras-13, were issued a Licence 
bearing Np. PS|1670024|T OR|38|M|29-30| dated 16-3-1971, 
for Rs. 21,667 for April, 1969 — March 1970 period for im- 
port Of permissible ball bearings etc. The Firm have now 
applied for duplicate copies of both Customs Purpose Copy 
and Exchange Control Copy of the Licence in question on 
the ground that the original has been misplaced. They have 
also declared that the Licence has been utilised upto 
Rs. 11,667 (Rupees Eleven Thousand Six hundred and Sixty 
seven only). In support of their contention they have filed 
an affidavit. 

I am satisfied that the original Customs Purpose Copy and 
Exchange Control copy of the licence In question have been 
misplaced and direct that duplicate copy of the same be 
issued to the firm for Rs. 10,000 (Rupees Ten thousand 
only). 

The original Customs Purpose Copy and Exchange Con- 
trol Copy of the licence is hereby cancelled. 

fF. No. P-11 /200/AM/70/SSI-2] 
M. F. R. BIJILI, Dy. Chief Controller 


(ST-^IW fa'fa’K, atrtrrtr-faxrfa m vmknr) 

(Wfa HVT fWTTT) 

3 99797, 1072 

99. air. 352.— -Ffasfr f^T RT. fa"., 20-tfar cfc, 9*nEW 

9ft anfa, pfa 70 aFtfar 4 far? \ 4 . httvt 9 R 

(FT. 2) 9> aiypfa atfaii frit atemn Fefa FT^ft 9 ? arEmr 9i 

fart? 29600 n. tpT <j=p arrw Fn^-far ft- tftM/854272i/3ir7/ 

<?T t??r/38M/29-30 t?T W-l faffa 21-1-71 F^T fa>9T FJRT 
*fr i., Fn^Ffer 9ft- ap^fafa ip fafarr^r 

faw nfar ^ fat? 3R amm 97 air#f fa^T ?“ fa Fpr 

F^T fafaw faw ufa afF^fFTFR 5+ I affa 77^ 

«rtmrr *mr ^ fa ^ 9^rw spfatw 4 1 

Fim mt aif? 9900.91 77. 95 fat? 137199 arffara 
RTlfa faqT w mt 1 

$FT ifa 9? FTffaft rft ajTtfafi ft t?95 WT tR 9lfal« faxiT 
?“ I Ffat5 ^ fa FlUjFfa Ff. 8542721 faffa 21-1-71 9ift 

f^FT Fpn fafafFPT faefajf ufar aiFVFlW JT? 1 ft 1 3^7 fatfaf 
'far fa Fp?f fafarpq- f#pir afar 9ft 7^1 957ft 117? 
arrfa^ tut f^ tiF# 19,649.09 e. ^ fan? an^farfa t^r 
fafarrpr farftw srfa tr} 9ft snftl- wfa? i 

[ft. oft. Fft-i/eooA? trFf-7o/ J ifa5^f/arn5 E w ftfa 


OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY CHIEF CONTROLLER OF 
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS 

(Iron and Steel) 

Faridabad, the 3rd November, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 352. — M/s. Shree Krishna Pvt, Ltd., 20-Mangoe 
Lane, Calcutta were granted an import licence No. P|D| 
8542721|R|ML|38lD|29-30 MLI dated 21-1-1971 under U.K. 
India Maintenance Loan (No. 2) 1970 for the period AM-70 
for import of Tool & Alloy Steel item for Rs. 29,600. They 
have applied for duplicate ECP. Copy of the above licence 
on the ground that the original ECP Copy has been mis- 
placed. It is further stated that the original licence was re- 

? :istered with Calcutta Customs House and was utilised partly 
or Rs. 9,950.91. 

Tn support of this contention, the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. I am satisfied that the original ECP Copy of 
licence No. 8542721 dated 21-1-1971 has been misplaced and 
direct that the duplicate ECP copy of tho licence should be 
issued to the applicant for the balance value of Rs. 19,649-09 
on cancellation of the original ECP Copy. 

[No. LC-I/600 /AM-70 /oits/Ist.] 

qRfynnq, 7 far»r7, 1972 

arrfar 

<bt. «r. 353 — fpM FnFfar t? 1 * fa-,, prfa? fanr 

rfa TFS 1^-72 t? t?ET *fit anfar-FTfa-71 TfSlfar ^ fap? FIERF^ 
f^t §fa ®|2 aieprfa pur Frarert ^ ^rmrer ^ fan? 

10500 77. tfiT t?q; 3TF(Tffi CT^fW FT. 'ftM/BSeoaOf/Fft/^TFr 
t^Ff/ 4o/7^/31-32 falfa 27-0-71 F*ftfrT fa-7T FT-tfr HTT I 
isrqfaa ^ 3f-f,farfa f^rri^s fa ^n-ft j^fa- 

^ fan? |FT 31TOR 97 Sffisfar faRFlT f fa Fj^f F(?i 1 R[,F 9> fatMFft 
nfar 7?1 Ffa/arF«fFrF»r ?t Ffa tf 1 1 ami ^ 971191 

TUIT ^ fa F^ FlT^Ffar ffiT 3fffara 3T9tF| 9^ 3702 77. ^ 

fan? fa9T FT9T MT I 

^ FTTfafa Frf 3fT^ep ^ i?!g flrpir qrp ^ifsTT fa^T 
f I Ff Ffa^e fa HI^tFT Ff. 8560304 fafifa 27-0-71 tfff 

farWl trfar onwnw st tj? 1 f aifa fanfar 
fa f^t FfrFfR]^5 faroiFfl 'FUFio'Ttit ufar 9 ft 77 ; ®P 7 
3mfall ^ ^5T T# f ^9 9pft 0738 77. 9? fan? 3R^Hfa ^faT- 
fartfmft =r> i4"ei'4 iff h fa -l ( <1 qff *11 -ft wfa? I 

eft. tff/t^r-7/t? ntr-Ti/rari'/^ i^Ff/f? #i/«tefhfh?ra 
Faridabad, 7th December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 353. — M/S. Larsen & Toubro Ltd. Saki Vihar Road. 
Bombay-72-AS, were granted an import licence No.P/D/ 
8560304 /C/XX/40 /D/31-32 dated 27-9-1971 under G.C.A. 
for the period AM -71 for import of Stainless Steel Bars for 
Rs. 10500. They have applied for duplicate CCP C°Py of 
the above licence on the ground that the original CCP Copy 
has been lost/misp}aced. It is further stated that the origi- 
nal licence was utilised partly for Rs. 3,762. 

In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. I am satisfied that the original CCP Copy of 
licence No. 8560304 dt, 27-9-71 has been misplaced and direct 
that the duplicate CCP copy of the licence should be issued 
to the applicant for the balance value of Rs. 6,738 in can- 
cellation of the original CCP Copy. 

[No. P/L-7/AM-7 1 /Agro/EX| AU|LC-IlDCCF] 
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m/hrcF;, 22 ww 7 , 1972 
wfar 

WT. W. 354.— TT&ft %TOT q ilchg^ fa TT%. 5ft. fa 
% fa anifa-Fnfa i07i fat arfafa fa fa^ fa, fate 
fa afcnf^r 1.0 i?t qj? ttw sfa- qfat tsr.w. fate faifaf (wft 
fatte fate fatfa fa fag qq) fa an^mr fa teq qrqfa faUn 

TcrW fa fwj 11,925 71. <76 3TFm TTTjfaTT fa. tft/tfal - / 8546465/ 
WTT. P^T./38M/31-32 ITT. farT. 1 telW 2G-2-71 ifat^ d 

tew-TOTm i tot t fafa/iq 

tewr fate fa ffa^ srr 67 3n%r ten if w j^t tot 
tefaTOT i^qw Ifte fa if 1 STlfa ^ ^WIT TOTT f V$ 
en^fafa «5T teqt^r T3q^rfrr ^ifat 1 terr tott «tt i 

?*r flfa fa Tnfafa 4 anfafr; ft ^ ffiw q^r Tf ' ig ^ tW ^ i 
fa 1, fafJGC ^ tfa TIT^fifa fa. tf/w/8546465/a?TT/qfl'facr./38/fat 
31-32 t?*T. t?fa. 1 f^nNl 26-2-71 fa Jpjf F^T ffa faw tefaor 
*riV fa nf if aifr terfa?r ftfa ^ te aflfaq; fa ‘N^ntmfNr 

X «n*T« 4?t ^ 'rcft ar^itew *prr faFtenq temw 
°i i <t fat Tirftt vrifa? i 

Hr. ^/^-8/t’.OT/71-<p-.^./q.^.^ ^./^.)Efi'.7fr.t7T:.] 

Faridabad, the 22nd November, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 354.— M/s. National Foundary and Engineering 
Works, G. T. Road, Phagwara were granted one import 
licence No. P/S/854646J/R/ML/38/D/31-32 MU dated 
26-2-1971 for Rs. 11,925/- issued under U. [K. Credit for 
M. S. Sheet Cutting 1.6 mm and thinner (excluding all 
coated sheet cuttings) for the period April March 1971 with 
the port of registration Bombay, They have applied for dup- 
licate Exchange Control Purpose Copy of this licence on the 
Exchange Control Purpose Copy of this licence on the 
ground that the Original Exchange Control Purpose Copy 
of this licence has been lost. It is stated that the licence 
was not utilised at all. 

In support of this contention the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. I am satisfied that the original Exchange Control 
Purpose Copy of import licence No. P/S/8546465/R/ML/ 

38/D/31-32 MLI dated 26-2-1971 has been lost and direct 
that the duplicate licence in Exchange Control Purpose 
Copy should be issued to the applicant in cancellation of 
the original licence in question. 

[File No. P /N-8/AM-71 /NU /AUPBJDCCF] 
13 f^TOSTt, 1972 

^ ' yr ' 3 Tr ' 855 - — ^ faETCr 'T® fa, rls, frosre ttst, 
^irqRT fa antfa-Brft 71 < 3 rfafa fa te? uptf* t r $ t qhr, 
'^ r T , ?r * rr f ,^' ^ qp fafa 

rWc^r 125 <FT WX125 t?T^T sttttttt 

* ^ 25 ’ 000 r \ 25,000 77 . TNtT 50,000 77. fa ^ qrqfa qfatxp,- 
trWTf ^ ^ ^nw fa, ^/brr/854690oM/ 

m W/38M/31-32 (2) 'ft'Ajfr/ 6546901/ <ft / oif cm/38 
5T/31-32 TtT (3) 7fr/c?Fr/ 8546902 Anr/wc l^/38M/31-32 

71171 fqjtj ’Ttf i Tq^Vr t-ii^aVci V q^ ar^;. 

raw wi(rT fqq# wfrfrtft wm tyn fq^npq- f^fspir 


qtwVf ^ ^ w 'snvn q7 3tT4p- if ^ TfNnpw . 
‘Nwuft q-WBq'W 7TMT fqTVTOT ^T^ffiT nflTW at Plf 1 
f I -3fFt 7T^ TrTTffir TOIT fa efl^pfa qiT faws^T 
-it/t' fa^lT >iqf I 

^71 ifa ^ FTOfa 3uqq=u rt p! ?TW q^T qifa n fasll if I 
^ fa aiwriT w. <ft/w/*f>4090offi/rxfW ept 

38/31-32, tft t?7r/854690l/et/3tt 367/38/^/31-32 7PMT «ft/ 
t?T/8546902/3rr7M tpr/38M/3l-32 i?T ^r. 1 qpf 

farfa 16-3-71 f fa ^ 7ffaqy?qi faWt wftfatft ttvt 
fafaror fafaur trfafa f- arf7 fa^pr qfa 

fa ^t f^nurrtJfar t^r err^fat qrt 7^ *rart fpt e n^tBT 
qtt ar^fafa Tftron^fi t-rquifi T-RTwift nw fafaror 
faTpspir jrfafa Tn/t qtt Tirtt 1 

CTf. cft/w-27/tl OTT-7l/'W47'?^M/ m-T/iFiTft-2/rfaNflTTf;] 


>fT. q^<, ^3T fajfaqs 

Faridabad, the 13th December, 1972 
ORDER 

5.0. 355 . — M/s, Single and Co. , Gill Road, Miller Ganj 
Ludhiana were granted three import licence Nos. (1) PlSI 
8546900|CIXX|38TD]31-32, (2) P|S|8546901|T]OR|38|D|31-32 
and (3) P|S|8546902|R|ML|38|D|31-32 ML1 all dated 16th 
March, 1971, for Rs. 25,000, Rs. 25,000 and Rs. 50,000 
issued under G.C.A., Rupee and U.K. Credit respectively for 
the item Prime Mild Steel Forging Quality Billets 125 mm v 
125 mm and below for the period AM-71 with the port of 
registration, Bombay. They have applied for duplicate 
Customs Clearance Purpose copies and Exchange Control 
I urpose copies of these import licences on the ground that 
the original Customs Clearance Purpose copies and Ex- 
change Control Purpose copies of these licences have been 
lost. It is stated that the licences were not utilised at all. 

In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. I am satisfied that the original customs clearance 
purpose copies and Exchange Control purpose conies of 

tu V , c ,. 16th March, 1971, have been lost and direct 
‘rw thC H U £ hC £ tC l, 2’ nces , in Customs Clearance Purpose 
o 0p P B n n n c * ? x / h t ai ?e e Control Purpose copies should be issued 
to the applicant in cancellation of the original licences in 
question. 

[No P/S-27/ AM-71 /Ad hoc/AUPB]NU|LC-II|DCCF] 
K. N. JiAPOOR, Dy. Chief Controller 


(THJW-JJW fa^faqr, OfTWfT-fahfa qrr qrmftipr) 

(^?ffa ni^Tv ?hr) 

favft, 21 Tk=r^«i(, 1972 

wfar 


^ 7T. 3ffi q^3, atfaw 5**, stf w qrf 0056 

72 ^ 7^ ^ qi «(T. 1 * 38 

W *nf tnft (2 ) 1514 77 . ** W tNr rnir ( 8) 

A 0 28 ^ WW tefatf 

'^_ T , Tfuf ^nsTT T i'qfaq - 

^ ^ ^ ■' ^/2022779/7ft/c?Ww/ 

41 f, 33 t 4, 26 ' 10 ' 71 ^ qr fa 

Efa faWF 7T. ^ 2462139, falfa 26-10-71 if 

^ ^ ^ I OTfFtmiT^ ^ 3TT 

V if fa 7£fa eTOTfa 7f. Ufa/ 2822779/$/^. 
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t?T?r/4l/^/33-34, 28-10-71 qft ^ 4ftHTi<|,<*> 

nftr ggf Pfw n* 1 tf, 547^ g^W <rU?tTw 37^;- 
fafr tfrKT^W *riftH>tft JTfrr TTS^T 8ft/2462139 
28-io-7i ^ Titw ^ f i 

ptfiT?, 3nJ7U7 STOW NIM7 ?h4w 31P&T, 1955 
7-12-1055 «fft wtt 9-4ft *5 sfH'djfn rw adWrl 1 tr=rfrr 
*K7 w iy fc <rft ar^rfr *Kf4i , «nft sf. si- 

2462139, 26-10-71 3lt Tpfcft ^8- 

*^Nr 9 t. f*r., ftr?*ft «rrf smft ift *ft, 

5IT7ft f I 

W. £*ft. 6l/q. ^-7l/qFT. tft.-lM. FK. 01 
0. FT FeFT, FT-07FT f-FU'si«6 

New Delhi, 21st October, 1972 

S.O. 356. — M/s. Telestar Television Industries Pvt. Ltd., 
Plot No. 39, Phase-Ill, Okhla Industrial Estate, New Delhi, 
were granted DUPLICATE of Customs copy of licence No. 
1.P/L/2622779/C/XX/41 /D/33-34 dt. 26-10-71 bearing No. 
D. 2462139 dt. 26-10-71 as nominee for import of all items 
appearing in Appx. 38 of Vol I April-March, 1972 Red Book; 
upto Rs. 6056/- 2. Record Changer upto Rs. 1514/- and 
3. Components complete parts sub- Assemblies & main Assem- 
blies for use in Tape Recorders, Record Changers & Record 
players upto Rs. 3028 only. The liccncee has since intimated 
that the Original Customs copy of the licence No. P/L / 
2622779 /C/XX/41 /D/33-34 dt. 26-10-71 has since been 
traced by them. They have returned the Duplicate Customs 
Copy 6f the licence No. D-2462139, dt. 26-10-71 for cancella- 
tion. 

Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred on me 
under subject clause 9-C in the IMPORT TRADE CONTROL 
ORDER, 1955 dated 7-12-55 as amended up-to-date the said 
duplicate Customs Copy of licence No. D-2462139 dated 
26-10-71 issued to M/s. Telestar Television Industries Pvt. 
Ltd. New Delhi is hereby cancelled. 

[No. Engg.-61 /AJ-71 /SC-I/CLA] 
A. L. BHALLA, Dy. Chief Controller 


aii y^-im V«(«4W R 4WWR 

gnf 20 snrrtf, 1073 

wt. «r. 357 — FFtr 4 mm, amrnrw, , *ft 2, 3, 

(2) ^ rjrs 1704-1705 T7 Veil'd 6 *71777 416*1 < 4 

fqqmr rwt q? 37 pfgr >*t. 377. 621 of)/ 15/ 
amf 3117 13/ 72, 7777% 23 ft) fl 4*77, 1072 tf— 

^ 1705 T7, 4fw 6 *f, "^T. 'ft. ^ WTF T? 

"twr. q^nft 1 ” ’tf i 

[47. OF. ll(13)/72-4ft. \ 4ft.] 
4PT4Nr,4f^T47 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 

New Delhi, the 20th January, 1973 

CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 357. — In the Order of the Government of India, in 
the Ministry of Industrial Development No. S.O. 621(E)/ 15/ 
1DRA/72, dated the 23rd September, 1972, published in the 
Gazette of India Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub- 
section (ii), at pages 1703-1704, — 

At page 1704, in line 11, for 

M. P. Kulkarni”, read “M. V. Kulkami". 

[F. No. ll(13/72-CUC] 
D. K. SAXENA, Jt. Secy. 


tvmfk urn 4 + 4 * 77 ) 

'1$ Vi wf), 25 Sf-Fnft, 1073 

<rr. an. 358 .— Hirtr t£ Turn RTF 2, art* 3, wi (2) 

13 *7^, 1072 Jft 7J47. 3if. ml fqgfa 

21 957^, 1072 sspR- •athHjj'rnr fW 37771T ff 1 37fif 7J47 
377^ HHIUI'T ^?7 Ff3RT qTFlt^ *6 ’f‘7P7 IS 325-1061 7*5 
nft 3ff7 37*rfa aniftT 3i 1973 fr* IS 825-1970 "if 
4TF7 RFi; 7^TT I 

[47. 4ft. tDT. sft 13 ! 21 
F «ft. 7TT, (4%W Rmf) 

INDIAN STANDARDS INSTITUTION 
New Delhi, the 25th January, 1973 

S.O. 358. — In continuation of the notification published 
under No. S.O. fill dated 21 February, 1972 in the Gazette 
of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) dated 13 May, 
1972, it is hereby notified that for purposes of ISI Certifi- 
cation Marks Scheme, IS : 325-1961 shall run concurrently 
with IS : 325-1970 for a further period of one year, namely 
upto 31st July 1973. 

[No. CMD/13;2] 
A. B. RAO, Director (Central Marks) 

hfwft, 31 Wf, 1973 

m. «T. 359.— 3TT7. w. 3ircf, %. 37R/l8/l-3rfyftfV6 

3WI «FT TtfkF TINT FT5>tM f i'h7TJT f^rrr, 1952 ^ ?F4DT 
18 ^ 3f^477Trr 4 3ffV SIFTT 47TTO ^ 3ltV/l? J l* 1**147 4DIT 
3 im lr^ stnmr wr ^ 3 tp^ *?t. 3tt. 47 . 2582/3n7. Frr. 
arnf. \ 3tt7./i8/i 24 apnrf, 1970 qrr afftraftnr vrtf 

g yil F l qft «^<r 474Tnr*T7 trfr^ 28 3r*mr, 
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1974 TF* ^ 0P%T FT ufafa TT%F *5T?ft tf, fatT*! 
ifttt cH anri^t : ~ 
sfvtst 

1. moqr, ftTT?r tt aftyifau Tpr f»it factor 

farpT fa. 

fret 

2. srew, ftrnfrr Tifasrr *r*n *faF 

W t| 1 

3. arwr^r, u oifaWs afro T>T»rff ?>J« 

pe^ 3TO 

4. anw, ^ T^lfjTErf TT FT 

5 . artti^r, 3tfansr Hnfahr farfaT 

6. aft ft. t?. farparrir 

7 . uw faqVb , 'un*r ttj't art^ntfaqi fcwfr 

faTT 

а. arwr^r, hr fafa fa. 
e. aft q. am. *rz 

10. rr. <?, ft. aprft 

11. sftrtft tw anpto 

12 . aft aft- (ITE^IT 

13. aft ft. tj. vfa 

14. aft t^V ^rnf 

15. aft r*p fa$, RFf-TTW 

16. aft farr TTTfft, tfhiTET 

2. ft ufa fa TtT apnf ttt-ttt t? arnft, arrftfT, t fa- 
Thhr, tfqrtfar « u faftST fan? nft *nft Tunsfaft qft 
Eftftqrt ^urr nvr tf Fm? Tft wtftt qrfa tvtt fa^rntr 
rowt «5 t iftfar fame qrft ^ faft snrffr? vt sitf? <wft 
*ft a n^iw^ ttttt fafWHrf <r Term nrf ttt? afar 
ffar t 

err, 2 ( 4 )/«rrr. <ft./ 72 ] 

aft. 3TR^. 3TTT TfaT 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 359/RLIUR/1B/I. — In pursuance of rule 18 of the 
Registration & Licensing of Industrial Undertakings Rules, 
1952 and in supersession of the Order of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Industrial Development and 
Internal Trade S.O. No. 2582/RLIUR/18/1, dated the 24th 
July, 1970, the Central Advisory Council of Industries hereby 
constitutes the Reviewing Sub-Committee till the 28th August 
1974, consisting of the following members, namely : — 
Chairman 

1. Chairman, Industrial Credit & Investment Corpora- 

tion of India Ltd, 

Members 

2. President, Federation of Indian Chambers of Com- 

merce & Industry. 

3. President, Associated Chambers of Commerce & 

Industry of India. 

4. President, National Alliance of Young Entrepre- 

neurs. 

5. President, All India Manufacturer’s Organisation. 

б. Shri M. A. Chidambaram. 

7. Managing Director, Punjab State, Industrial Develop- 

ment Corporation. 

8. Chairman, Hindustan Steel Ltd. 

9. Shri A. R. Bbat. 

10. Dr, A. M. Khusro. 

11. Mrs, Qamar Ahmed. 

12. Shri G. Ramanujam. 

13. Shri S. A, Dange. 

14. Shri Mahesh Desai. 

15. Shri Inder Singh, M.P. 

16. Shri Bijoy Chandra Bhagavati, M.P. 


2. The functions of the sub-Committee will be to review 
all licences issued, refused, varied, amended or revoked from 
time to time and to advise Government on the general prin- 
ciples to be followed in the issue of licences for establish- 
ing new undertakings or substantial expansion of the exist- 
ing undertakings. 

[No. 2(4)/Lic.Po1./72j 
V. ANAND, Under Secy. 


-rf frpfr, i 1973 


w. rt. 200. — ferr (fttor fator) tntor, 1997 4 ym 
TTtT KlfOiTlAl fatT xrrir Jtf, Trftrhr UTTR, U utor 3036 tfa 
335 gft fim tfrircr, tHujam 25,200/- Pm 
vrftt t sto grwTOR % fthftftrv ftorTtomr sto^ T -t t 
ft° grToetTo 135(f), ttAw 1 1 titO, i 972 ftP n~tof q n fttonT 
Tnfr | 


fpt TfugsfH 1 ft, w fto 5 ftVr 3 to ftftfto srfftfttof % 
9 x 4 rtf ftorfftfor* tort* sRoitoto fftft nrrftrif, : — 


"s>p. tr^tfrrrrfrira' 

*rfltT- 30 36 f^tt 

6 . 50 / 600-16 
tftt Ptt^f CTTt 
12 . 4 / 11-2 8 % 

ift ' 

5 hr. Twhfnrfriw 

335,f^R%5PI^r 
ei4 v 5 . 5 0 / 6 00- 
16 *ffr f'iw4 
TNT 12 . 4 /u- 
28 ff I 


3 5 q^Totffo toft TfTfffaWir- 2 5,20 0 /- 
3 fftftrc to, 1 8 / 4, mjrr T® 
jpr-vfrfto nr, irfhrmTT 
(?frimrT) 


35 ftSToftto ftto TWfsto fftfft- 25 , 200 /- 

2 fftftin: to, is/ 4, mjrr tio 
At, 9;fprT4N 
rpr-ftilnn (^frinvrr) 1 


[<«roftorr 6 f ,, k i: » 0 n/s(i 4 )/ 72 ] 
TimfWR, FT-nfto 


New Delhi, the 1st February, 1973 

S.O. 360. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Clause 4 
of the Tractors (Price Control) Order, 1967, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby fixes the sale price of Escorts Model 3036 & 
Model 335 tractors at Rs. 25,200/ and makes the following 
amendment in the notification of the Government of India, 
in the Ministry of Industrial Development No. S.O. 135 (E)’ 
dated the Uth February, 1972. 

In the said notification, after Serial No. J and the entries 
relating thereto, the following Serial Nob. shall be inserted, 
namely 

“5 A, Escorts Diesel Engine 35 HP M/s. Escorts Rs. 25,2C0 
driven tractor Model 3 cylin- Limited, 

3036 with front tyres ders 18/4, Mat- 
5.50/600-16 and rear water hura Road, 
tyres 12.4/11-28. cooled Faridabad, 

(Haryana) 

5B. Escorts Diesel Engine 35 HP M/s. Escorts Rs. 25,200 
driven Model 335 2 cylin- Limited, 
with front tyres 5 . 50/ ders 1 8/4, Mat- 
600-1 6 and rear tyres water hura Road, 

12.4/11-28. cooled Faridabad, 

(Haryana) 

[F. No. AE.Ind-II/5(14)/72] 
N. RADHAKRISHNAN, Dy. Secy. 



538 


[Part II 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 10, 1973/MAGHA 21, 1894 


(tffifanrfr fWrr) 

29 1973 

*pt. nr. 38.—^: qiyrw r (v^fV ^ 

39 ’-TR ^ 3rhr97R ar#T) Slfyf^TW, 1962 (1962 9T 60) 
9$ *nrr 3 9ft arum (i) 9? 3rtfhr mrrr rtth 95 <^?iVRri 
3tfr rthir ©ft aft? «it^ rwr fVBiR) 

9ft arfri^Rr 9 tt. nr- 1873 nwl’a 1 22-4-73 ^Trr ^hr 
rrmr 4 arr arf wt[/3rt ft rtfr ar^ft rf f q f nfyd s^Wf 
9? sridlo 9? arty (pH 9r| 91^9 pti?r t frtnft q5 iprfanT 
9 ? fVq arfafft c M* , i 9 >t aFFTT arRm trffw 917 f^rr *rr l 

atft jnr: rryrr JrrfftWf q 5 aw arhif^nr 9ft wt 6 9ft 

OTtITTT (1) 9? 3fftk R79TT? 9ft Mft ft ^ ft I 

arft arrft, w; thot ft sw fftftft 97 ?T9T7 9i?ft 

9 ! sr arhrT£«rdT ft rthr ai^yft ft 

ft aq^fJT 95T arhjw artftrr 9*ft 9U ? 9 ?h?T 9 - iW 

ft 1 


1 2 

~3 

4 

1 

1640/2 

0 

3 

90 

l6 39/l 

0 

7 

1 1 

1639/2 

0 

0 

75 

1638/2 

0 

6 

29 

1638/3 

0 

6 

71 

1636 

0 

10 

83 

afT.'fr.wrrt &T 

0 

0 

61 

1831-4 

0 

7 

68 

9).<ft.*Fl£ t9r 

0 

0 

S3 

1835 

0 

7 

75 

1839 

0 

17 

56 

1 840/4) 

0 

0 

92 

1831 

0 

1 1 

03 

1 849 

0 

15 

86 

ift.’ft.Trt 

0 

2 

55 

1955 

0 

8 

00 


aPT, 3RTi WT arfftftRH 9 ft SOTT 6 9 ft RTVTTT (1) 59171 

nw Rfw 9 tt rraftr 9Rft ^ afcftift stt^tt sfW 

9*^ ft fa sr arhiT{T9^r ft rtfr arp^ ft Mdfafte 
aw HjViT ft sWr w arhmr niyi^r^T fa t jr ft ft 
RRfaR ft r d i) w^iit 1 arfftft faqi arpnor ft 1 

aift, arrft sr tnTT 9 ft artmT ( 4 ) ^rm jew wfatrq I 

95T RvftR 96T^ rq ftftfa R79TT7 farfar ftft ft fa OT H^Wf 

ft arntr m armr? ft^fa R79d7 4 fafar iftft ft 9 ^ rfrr 
arfr m^T9) ftft sWr ft R*ft nftrqft ft iprr ft, 5 R qfatrrr 
9 ! H9HHM ^ ?rr rmW 9rf WVr ?Mr 1 


OT. 11/2/72 Tf^r tfr rffarr] 

MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS 
(Department of Petroleum) 

New Delhi, the 29th January, 1973 

S.O. 361. — WHEREAS by a notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals 
(Department of Petroleum) S.O. No. 1873 dated 22,4-1972 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (30 
of 1962), the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the Right of User in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of 
laying pipelines; 


wyi^t 

>mft 12 ?r 4 nr mvnimH f 9 wr* % ftnr 


AND WHEREAS the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 


: i[J|TT9 

RRT : RflRFri 

9l^9d : 'ft.rr 

Tfa 

HtfwvntWT 

|*rt: tr.wrtf 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

vnft 

1363/1 

0 

2 

00 


1382/1 

0 

1 

65 


1352/1 

0 

1 1 

47 


1350 

0 

1 

47 


1353 

0 

3 

54 


1349 

0 

3 

78 


1347 

0 

2 

20 


1348 

0 

5 

89 


1314 

0 

3 

37 


1315/1 

0 

2 

94 


1315/2 

0 

6 

40 


1316 

0 

3 

29 


1317 

0 

0 

50 


1326 

0 

4 

51 


1323 

0 

17 

70 


1331 

0 

0 

75 


1643 

0 

0 

93 


1 642 

0 

0 

50 


AND FURTHER WHEREAS the Central Govemtmen has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire the right 
of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification; 

NOW THEREFORE in exercise of the power conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that Ihe right of user 
in the said lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification hereby acquired for laying the pipelines; 


AND FURTHER in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Government 
directs that the right of user in the said lands shall Instead 
of vesting in the Central Government vest on this date of 
the publication of this declaration in the Oil it Natural 
Gas Commission free from all encumbrances. 

[No, 11/2 /72-Lab. & Lcgis,] 


Schedule 

Laying Pipeline from Kadi 12 to Kadi 4 

State : Gujarat Dist ; Mchsana Taluka ; Kadi 


Village 


Survey No. 

Hectare 

Are 

P.Are 

1363/1 

0 

2 

00 

1362/1 

0 

1 

65 

1352/1 

0 

11 

47 

1350 

0 

1 

47 

1353 

0 

3 

54 

1349 

0 

3 

78 

1347 

0 

2 

20 

1348 

0 

5 

89 

1314 

0 

5 

37 

1315/1 

0 

2 

94 


KADI 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

1315/2 

0 

6 

40 

1316 

0 

.3 

29 

1317 

0 

0 

50 

1326 

0 

4 

51 

1325 

0 

17 

76 

1331 

0 

0 

75 

1643 

0 

0 

93 

1642 

0 

0 

50 

1 640/2 

0 

5 

96 

1639/1 

0 

7 

11 

1639/2 

0 

0 

75 

1638/2 

0 

6 

29 

1638/3 

0 

6 

71 

1636 

0 

10 

85 

v.p. Cart Track 

0 

0 

61 

1831/3 

0 

7 

68 

V.P. Cart Track 

0 

0 

55 

1835 

0 

7 

75 

1839 

0 

17 

56 

1840/P 

0 

0 

92 

1851 

0 

11 

03 

1849 

0 

15 

86 

V.P, Cart Track 

0 

2 

55 

1955 

0 

8 

00 


[No. 11 /2/72-Lab, & Legis.] 

88. arr. 362.— *w: ktkw¥, 8i?i¥iipr (^fr ft 
38¥k ft arkwn 88 ark) aikkrrr, 1982 (1002 88 50 ) 
8ft URT 3 ftt 3TO1TT (1) ft arifk 8778 ¥1 [887 ft ft ftk g E 

ak t¥wr 8*tt hpt ak gw; ftTraw (kfk«r¥ kwr) 
8ft aitu^Tr 88. 3TT. 1870 ?mkr 22-4-72 fTET ftkf 
¥7887 ft ¥¥ afttn^urr ft ft¥w aw^ ft kktk ^rarf 
ft ¥wk ft 3rhmi k 8r?T ¥i?k 8ft knft ft lurkr 
ft kq arkft 8«ft 88 anwT arrow kktr 87 krr sp 1 

arh m- ¥$w ktr^fik ft arkkur 8ft vttt e 8ft 
'3 t njTTT ci) ft arftk ¥7887 ^rrf krk ft <ft f 1 

aft? amt, m-. ftrftk toti ft ¥88 kftft 77 kern 87ft 
w artmi^rr ft ftftrw ar^rjk tft kkffte 
^ik ^ 1 rf ywk 88 arkru aftk 87ft 88 kkFW kw 
ft 1 

aw, aw: 88¥ 3TkkT8 qft -erm 6 8ft ¥88878 (1) flTTT 
iww kW 88 mrk 87 ft 517 kfk ¥7887 qa dfmr kkr 
^ff ft k ft aik^wr if krw ar^ff if kiftfkd 
; 387T Tftkft ft ¥8¥k 88 arhrni 8T^T RT^T ftTOlft ft 
’TRfaw ft kq qR^frm arfkr krr ¥WT ft \ 

arfft soft 3¥ *878 8ft ¥71871 (4) ^TTT 8888 TT kfu ft 

^r mrk ^ kftk ¥7887 k<ki ftk ft k ¥w vftjwt 
ft W'Mhi 88 aifa^TTi j^k ¥788? if kfftr ftft 8) Tarw afar 
arf? nF^farr ftftr arpqk if mff kwft if tw ft, 3¥ ¥rtot 
ft swrw w w?kr ?pi fkk ^kr 1 


152 ?r aftokuir^o v <80 q^pnra feurfr % Fw 


tl¥ : 8TTT8 

f^TT : 

41^78 : 


8 W 

tftkr tic 


£0 

ftoqo 

RRtfto 

ftWT 

522 / 1 

0 


6 

04 


523/3 

0 


1 

40 

kw 

5fi5 

0 


8 

72 


500 

0 


5 

9 R 


564 

0 


2 

53 


Ur, n/2/72-aff? r*m af^RT) 


S.O. 362.— WHEREAS by a notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals 
(Department of Petroleum) S.O. No, 1870 dated 22-4-1972 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the Right of User in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of 
laying pipelines; 

AND WHEREAS the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government ; 

AND FURTHER WHEREAS the Central Government has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire the right 
of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
this nolifleation; 

NOW THEREFORE in exercise of the power conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

AND FURTHER in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Government 
directs that the right of user in the said lands shall instead 
of vesting in the Central Government vest on this date of 
the publication of this declaration in the Oil & Natural 
Gas Commission free from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

Laying Pipeline from 152 to G.G.S. V 


State : Gujarat Dist ; Mehsana 

Taluka 

: Kalol 


Village 

Sarvcy No. 

Hectare 

Are. P. 

Are. 

OLA . 

. 522/1 

0 

6 

04 


523/3 

0 

1 

40 

ISAND 

. 565 

0 

8 

72 


566 

0 

5 

98 


564 

0 

2 

53 


[No. 11/2 /72-Lab. & Legis.] 


JPT. 38. 363.— 91^11 8? 

yq^i ^ arftucrc 88 arsk) arkkw, 3 962 (1902 50) 

8$ trm 3 sft 1387877 (1) 8^ anfk RTW fR8rrc ^ 

3ffl 77IUTT tfMT 73W affl W% kfleW (^(^88 k»lFT) 
8ft aftsnTpTRT 88. 38. 1872 fkkr 22-4-72 88TU 

¥7887 ft 3¥ 3ff ¥7^8 -8 ft fteWR ^ kktk? ^kaft 

ft) 'o4 ^ m 1 8? 371878) 1 < 8ft 8T^8 ¥nplft 8ft fqtsift 8) uql'otq 

^ kq arkft ^ft 88 aiTTf a88w tftkr 88 kit *8 i 

ak ¥^f¥" fiiftkk 88 ?t aftfukur 8ft tim e 8ft 
88787T (1) ft aptfk ¥7887 8ft kfft ft f I 

aiiV 38ft, ¥¥: ftkk ¥7887 ft 38rf kftft 87 k817 88ft 

8) 8T8T7T ?¥ arkT^RT ft ¥¥ T 8’ 3| rft ?8 El TV - 

^kftf N OT8k 88 3fk887 afkft 87ft 88 fftkfTR ?8f8T 
? I 

aw, 3W: arkkR¥ ft? UTTT 6 8ft 887877 (1) 1^877 

Wqm Trkff 88 87lk 87ft ftiftk ¥7887 l 5t"8l(l TffkrT 

87?ft ft k W aiktUWI ft ^kw ft fqfql'V-a 

1388" Rk^ ^ '388k 88 afttT88? 8T|8 ¥T3¥ kfTlft ft 
Twkr ft kq qR^nn atkk kw ¥88 ft i 

arift anft y¥ um 8ft yqwr (4) 88m tw Trkwf 

88 iwk 87ft ftkk ¥7887 kftTT ftrft ft k 38xT ^ftkft 
ft 8wk 88 aiTtW87 ftkk ¥7W17 ft : iftk ftft ft 8¥W ftef 

aift fiftrara ftftr ankr ft ¥ftf ft»wft ft ^8¥ 7W ft, ?¥ RftwT 
ft 8887W 8ft w fnkr 8ft kkf ftw 1 


42 G of 1/72—4. 
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TTT^T : iJT <l cT 

f^THT 1 *1 i r i 1 


9+tf 


s<Rrr troxrrro filoir 


f O %\\ 


WTTW 122 

0 

1 1 

96 

124/1 

0 

3 

61 

124 

0 

6 

7 1 

1 24/2 

0 

7 

08 

125 

0 

8 

20 

1 28/2 

0 

1 

8 3 


Del 11/2/72-ck ms kfmn 


S.O. 363.— WHEREAS by a notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals 
(Department of Petroleum) S.O. 1870 dated 22-4-1972 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the Right of User in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of 
laying pipelines; 

AND WHEREAS the Competent Authority has under sub 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

AND FURTHER WHEREAS the Central Government has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire the right 
of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification; 

NOW THEREFORE in exercise of the power conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification hereby acquired for laying the pipelines; 

AND FURTHER in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Government 
directs that the right of user in the said lands shall instead 
of vesting in the Central Government vest on this date of 
the publication of this declaration in the Oil & Natural 
Gas Commission free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Laying Pipeline from 135 to G.G.S. Ill 


State : Gujarat 

Dist : Mehsana 

Taluka 

; Kalol 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hectare 

Are P, 

Are. 

CHATRAL . 

122 

0 

11 

96 


124/1 

0 

3 

61 


124 

0 

6 

71 


124/2 

0 

7 

08 


125 

0 

8 

20 


128/2 

0 

1 

83 


[No. 11/2 /72-Lab. & Legis.l 
HTT. 3TT. 364.— SET: tfliH 

^ atfmim m skk) srftifmnT, 1962 (1962 re 
50) 'k am 3 k? warn 0) mfk Rmr Eirm ^ <t?t- 
Pmm aift treft mr ctt-t kV mrmr okifmw 
kf sitaru^r m. 2010 mfcr 19-5-72 ?wt kkk 
RTF77 ^ OT TlfaUART ft mm arrprrft Fr kikfw? 

k mko k 3rfiEET7 srl Wf qrt fkmt k mt- 
mr k fero srfkrr w 3iw affw m fmR *tt i 
srfV *r?T: rnfaWf 4 gw arfkfomi kf am e 

kt gram (1) k srtfhr mm? k 'ikitk k k 1 


3ifV grpi, mn kkk ptwr A wr t? mk k 
mam; srt k mrm k Mkfke krkkr 

rt sqtrftr m mkm kNm ^ m ktmFW Tkar 1 

mr, set.- gw kt am e kt mam (1) ^im 

mw rfitw w mkr am 373 kmk - mm m^rm kWa 
mk t ?k p - mat^ai k rnmr mpiyft rf w 

k mrkm ar srfam 413 q«i(j a kink k a aka 
k fkE rnf/rn arikk fmr am f 1 

srtV, srraf am kr mam (4) frrrr mw kiWk 
ar ukr ak 573 kkk tot fmk kk t fa w kfmrt 
kf mka m atfaw? mam k fyfmr kk k mm 
kr akk nr^Fra kV afrahr k, mk ktraf 4 mm m k, 
^ akm k nama ak akkr k ‘kka- ?kir 1 

0 mt o % <; ;t if %- 1 a w TnmrnfT 


Tmt: rpTTTT 

fWT: RmETT 


trnjsrr: Wta 

tlTT 


; *m: f fr q sir 


. 223 

0 

6 

68 


224 

0 

6 

31 


227 

0 

3 

08 


228 Tqt 229 

0 

1 

03 


203 

0 

16 

30 


tfk'ft oTli £«tr 

0 

00 

73 


202 

0 

2 

1 0 


287 

0 

9 

05 


280 

0 

4 

54 


285 

0 

5 

02 


29 3 3 

0 

1 

72 


292/1 

0 

8 

90 


344 

0 

8 

08 


380 

0 

0 

08 


349/ 1 

0 

9 

80 


DT. 11/2/72-vfm mi vfkrrr] 

S.O. 364. — WHEREAS by a notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry ol Petroleum and Chemicals 
(Department of Petroleum) S.O. 2610 dated 19-5-72 under 
sub-scction (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 

1962), the Central Government declared its intention to ac- 
uire the Right of User in the lands specified in the schc- 
uJe appended to that notification for the purpose of laying 
pipelines; 

AND WHEREAS the Competent Authority has under 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted re- 
port to the Government; 

AND FURTHER WHEREAS the Central Government 
has after considering the said report, decided to acquire f hc 
right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended 
to this notification; 

NOW THEREFORE (n exercise of the power conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in 
the said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti- 
fication hereby acquired for laying the pipelines; 

AND FURTHER in exercise of ihe power conferred bv 
sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Government di- 
rects that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government vest on this date of the 
publication of this declaration In the Oil & Natural Gas 
Commission free from all encumbrances, 
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SCHEDULE 

Pipe line from D.S, K-63 to K-18 

State Gujarat Dist ; Mehsana Tal : Kalol 


Village Survey No. 


Saij 223 

224 

227 

228 & 229 
203 
202 

V.P. Cral track 
287 
286 
285 
293/3 
292/1 
344 
350 
349/1 


Hectare Are P. Are 


0 

6 

68 

0 

6 

31 

0 

3 

06 

0 

1 

05 

0 

16 

30 

0 

2 

10 

0 

00 

73 

0 

9 

05 

0 

4 

54 

0 

5 

02 

0 

1 

72 

0 

8 

90 

0 

8 

08 

0 

6 

08 

0 

9 

60 


[No. 11/2 /72-Lab. & Legis.] 


tfrt. W. 365, — 'EffT: 4 

39srirr ^ arfapmi 4 arsfa-) 1902 (1962 *pt 50) 

tftrr 3 ^ 3T%nrr (i) 4 ertfrr w hm ^ 
ariV WEFT eTVT SET 3ff7 rurreur TTYET) ^ 

STfarHTRT 3BT. 3fT. Tf. 2612 TRW 19-5-72 ^LET E7- 

mT7 4 3H affuT-f^ETl TT Hepnrr sr^ft 4 ftrfafaya 

4 \TTnfjT 4 afftm? ^ trr^q- en^rf 4 fancf ^ surf-jur 4 , 

fan) 3rfafa 3PUfl SIEITT yffacT fami V) I 

2li7 rHf: TTffTRT Rtfai *L l /! *t 3ffalfa'q*-i 4^ URT 6 
4\ 3<njm (i) 4 aufcr Hrmi faii^ ^ 4 i 

amt, «TrT: rN ffa HSfTTT =t TFT falfe 11 77 fami7 R5Et 

4 TTdTT ITT arfsH^RT ReUm aF^vff ^ fafaffa^ 

1 4f \dM *| H I H)T 3rfaUf7T7 3|f\i|<3 <b<d' 77 El Ul q fai7|| ^ 

( 

3DT, 3ET: TW acftl ?-R-( H qft ym 6 TTtmT (1) 57T7T 
TT^WT JdftRT =BT TUrfa ^ ^ E77TR tJT3fH7T EfifanT 

rfTrft f far w THUT 4 fafaffa^ TW 

*j;farrrt n tWt tit arfWn m^r faTiEt 4 iRfam 
4 fart] tTfP^TRT arffaTT famT 31UIT f i 

arft, 3rpf w am ^ ttort ( 4) fTRT tttft rnfaruri 
rtt mrhT ^ ^ 44v* Tumu farfar *M f fas t rt t^faurr 
rf S3rr=rfar 77 3tfirmR trtti fafam 4 tttw 
ffcr •arfr srnffarm ifn orrafar 4i ttff? ^ psq- 4', 
Efftporr 4 iwt ^ trW 4i fafpr 1 

Wntrpro % 149 sfto^roiTrro vi wr mcwTur^farl] 


TJjIL <1 6 fawTl tit[0Ml e I ^4- 1 ! 


9TA 

?TWT ^f£T tro^|<o$o 

4)°t[oxrn;of 

O 

1 

2 3 4 

5 

6 

JjElltET 

. 437/4)0 0 

3 

21 

«f)o<f)o unt 54 T o 

0 

67 


5 1 e/ 3 0 

a 

78 


315/2 0 

6 

41 


1 2 


'JTtTRET 


3 

4 

5 

6 

51 s/l 

0 

6 

22 

519/2 

0 

8 

21 

519/1 

0 

1 0 

57 

4N4r°arp! 

0 

00 

75 

5 4 5/4)o 

0 

1 

46 

544 

0 

10 

10 

543/ 2 

0 

13 

34 

542/2 

0 

4 

54 

542/ 1 

0 

5 

61 

5 41 

0 

8 

71 

540/.3 

0 

13 

42 

549/4 

0 

3 

90 

556 

0 

15 

05 

557 

0 

6 

86 

[tr. 11 / 2 / 72 -^R 'Td f 

ifara] 

^TR. >?T. 3HH HfapT 1 


S.O. 365. — WF.REAS by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (De- 
partment ot Petroleum) S.O. No. 2612 dated 19-5-72 under 
sob-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 

1962), the Central Government declared its intention to ac- 
quire the Right of User in the lands specified in the sche- 
dule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying 
pipelines; 

AND WHEREAS the Competent Authority has under 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted re- 
port to the Government; 

AND FURTHER WHEREAS the Central Government 
has after considering the said report, decided to acquire the 
right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended 
to this notification; 

NOW THEREFORE in exercise of the power conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in 
the said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti- 
fication hereby acquired for laying the pipelines; 

AND FURTHER in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Government di- 
rects that the right of user in the said lands shall Instead r> f 
vesting in the Central Government vest on this date of the 
publication of this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas 
Commission free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


PIPLINE FROM D,S. K-149 TO G. D.S. VI 
STATE ; GUJARAT DIST : MKHSALA TAL 

: KADI 

Village 

Survey No. 

Hetaro 

Are 

P. Are 

ZULASN 

437/P 

0 

3 

21 


V.p. Cart track 

0 

0 

67 


516/3 

0 

8 

78 


515/2 

0 

6 

41 


515/1 

0 

6 

22 


519/2 

0 

8 

21 


519/1 

0 

10 

57 


V.P. Cart track 

0 

00 

75 


545/P 

0 

1 

46 


544 

0 

10 

10 


543/2 

0 

13 

54 


542/2 

0 

4 

34 


542/1 

0 

5 

61 


541 

0 

8 

71 


549/3 

0 

13 

42 


549/4 

0 

3 

90 


556 

0 

15 

05 


557 

0 

6 

6 6 


[No. 11/2 /72-Lab. & Legis.] 
R. N. CHOPRA, Under Secy. 
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TOIW 

trow) 

10 1973 

<ST. TO. 366.— TO; %7tfT fTOlW 3tft.rfWf I960 (1960 

tt 59) ^ 15 b» w-ros (1) ^ af^rmi 

sof^r, ^TEj^TiVf; Trow tot tie "mu dT totto 

(idV ?TOFT) VTTTT TOW? 3ffw« f l eHI EW TO 3(t. 

1023, fy-TO 11/13 BIT, 1968 $ ariWTOT ^ TOW? 

TO; ep^TIW ^ TOfTtj TOT?m TOyfft T? ?Vd TO* 

xrg ) ? ■* 1 Y 'fit frorfw to? ^tow 4 fenj Hf-ntrf 
to qrrif^T tot ^ t fw totw w?w #1 -.— 

»f? TOwtf ww 

(1) 4 "ft. 4. *fh 7T5F, TOT TOW (efk TOT) 

^ I 

(2) TOT TOW flte TOT (W) 

(3) TOT TOW, W TOT (frTcT) 

(4) ’’ftrofr wpiVft tow'tt, aw$r, to; wn 
’rf^, nMrro, torT'20 

(5) «fr A to?. rrrofaM, tf-35 TOfw qw?N, TOftr 

srrPror tow, to' tWt-17 

(6) sft 3. to. bfito, toMto eNt, *rrof ^Th- 

ffhrr, T5TT-TOT, TO TOlfr, TO, 

•twi/m 

(7) FT. TO. TO. WWT, froVp, fntVwr fro^TT TOT 
TO^TOITT, TOTTOT TOTO?, TITO 1 I 

(8) uterr? to. to. tot tof, -srtVw f=rpir frorpr, 
ft. Wtot to, qtei 9 'toAw top «ftro 
*i? s <6 cf tti’s ru'd', 244 ^t, TOrpf snWt^r te? bN? 
rte, ttotot-20 

toW? tow 

(9 ) Ph^W, ^rotr to£tojw tout, ■toM i 

(10 ) PtoVt, ?tPtt totot, t’to' i 

(11 ) tot Prof^tr, totAtot totot, totto 1 

(12 ) PtoiVp, to#t to; PtPtwt totot, ttot tot i 

(13) TOT PtoVp, TTOW AtT, TO 1 P’Twft 1 

04) Pt^top, arPerer Hmftr PVrTwr Prow twit, 

to' Trrft 1 

05) frofar, ite jpspj^ ^TOt^d top jPPtto to^ 

Prrof, to^Pto > 

(10) PTOVT, TO^PTT-TOTOT TOT TOJTOJR TOTOT, 

TOTTOT, 

2. WTk?r arPwPronr $ ?tjf 15 ^ w-to^w ( 2) *6 

TOpTW E* TOTO? TOTTET %ft <ft. ^t. TT5J; Tp TO- 

rtw tiPjtPt 4 totot $ tt if tottt wff f 1 

[TfWT 34-2/72 -r Pt.] 
<ft. 'ft. ^fieP, TOT ttPtot 


MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture) 

New Delhi, the 19th January, 1973 

S.O. 366. — In pursuance of sub-section (1) of section 15 
of the prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1960 (59 of 
1960) and in supersession of the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of Food, Agriculture, 
Community Development and Cooperation (Department of 
Agriculture’s) No. S.O. 1023, dated the 1 1 it /13th of March, 
1968, the Central Government, on the advice of the Animal 
Welfare Board, hereby reconstitutes the Committee for the 
purpose of Controlling and Supervising Experiments on Ani- 
mals consisting of the following persons as members, namely : 

Non-official members 

1. Shri P. V. G. Ruju, Member of Parliament (Lok 

Sabha) New Delhi. 

2. Member of Parliament from Lok Sabha (Vacant) 

3. Member of Parliament from Rajya Sabha ( — do — ■) 

4. Shrknati Rukmini Devi Arundale, Chairman, Animal 

Welfare Board, Gandhi Nagar, Madras-20. 

5. Shri G. R. Rajagopaul, B-3J, Sarvoday Enclave, near 

Arbindo Ashram, New Delhi-17. 
a. Shri J. N. Mankar, Hony. Secretary, Bombay Human- 
itarian League, Kala Bhavan, First Floor, 3 Mathew 
Road, Bombay-4, 

7. Dr. H. R. Jhalla, Director of Medical Education and 
Research, Govt, of Maharashtra, Bombay, and ; 

«. Professor S. R. Dasgupta, Department of Pharma- 
cology, Dr. Bidhan Chandra Roy Post Graduate 
Institute of Basic Medical Sciences, 244-B Acharya 
Jagdish Chandra Bose Road, Cnlcutta-20. 

Official Members 

9. Director, Central Research Institute, Kasuali. 

'O Director, Haffkin Institute, Bombay. 

11. Director, Indian Veterinary Research Institute, Ijat- 

nagar. 

12. Director General of Health Services, New Delhi, 

13. Director, Central Drug Research Instt,, Lucknow, 

14. Director, All India Institute of Medical Sciences, New 

Delhi. 

15. Director, Post graduate Institute of Medical Education' 

and Research, Chandigarh, and 

16. Director, Institute of Ayurvedic Studies and Research, 

Jamnagar. 

2. In pursuance of sub-section (2) of section 15 of the said 
Act the Central Government hereby nominates Shri P. V. G. 
Raj 11 as Chairman of the said Committee, 

[No. 34-2/72-L.D. I] 
V. P. GULATI, Dy. Secy. 


fTOTT atf? TOUT HrPTOJT JTTOTOT 
3WITOR ^CFTOR hVto&TO 

TO' Trorfr, frrorr, 1972 

ar^Arhr tMtot, I 890 ^ Mr rf 

TOT 

tototo ttott Btroror ^ tot# jt* i 

TT. TO. 367.—' TOFT BT^R ^ fTOTI TOTTTO tR 
3lf%l fart'd EWT TO* -3ft- 1955 TtTOP 25 3{-T, 1962 

‘CT ^ TOBIT 3 ^ TOTtlf ^ aiTOTO A All 
TORT TTOT7 ^ f^TTO TOTW TOftFEfTOW Wll 
TO. <311. 1485 29 TOfvT 1967 TTT TOiffW fro 

TOT if, TOT ETO TOW TT TOdtfHlT TOTT TOTTT ^ f^T^l 
TOTTO 'ft TTWT W. 4362 Hl'ep 17T0-1968 
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^ aifww IT* TOM 

^ 3rwaj cPfiT <rrWf ^ ^fi^RPTT T^ITT 

M'r'i*}) ^ j i^ c fli/fo ^ ^ ^rrrft if 1 : — 

arw$r 

(1) *sfr m, 

f^T^IT 'SfiV fTBNI =n wi u i 

BTTcr rt'er (tt^) ( 1-4-1972 it) 

^Twr«T 

(2) %ft ^ fr ffirm ircft, 
nf^rr, 

tV^TT srf? btnt wft ™h , 

OF^f) !Wt (17-7-1972 it) 


Members 

4. Shri Y. Maima Singh, 

Education Minister, 

Government of Manipur, 

Imphal, (w.e.f. 1-4-1972). 

4. Shri D. D. Pugh, 

Education Minister, 

Government of Meghalaya, 

Shillong, (w.e.f. 8-4-1972) 

5. Shri Madanmohan Mangaldas, 

President, 

Federation of Indian Chambers of Commcrc* 
and Industry, 

Mangal Bag, 

Ellis Bridge, 

Ahmedabad-6. (w.e.f. 1-4-1972) 

[No. F. 8-66/72-NS. 4] 
T. r, jayaraman 


inppr 

(3) BThf. *tHlfcrjl, 
t?rgT h/t, 

Fforr? fiiTR, 

(1-4-1972 it) 

(4) «ft d. </t. tpar, 

ituTeTT BT^TR, 
fWPT (8-4-1972 it) 

(5) sft *i <i ■( -ntti h rnTfnfrar, 

3TtW, 

Bmfhr difuiw T^rk irg-er ireretr, 

b 9 t «h-h, qfcnr put, 

31TBWT (1-4-1972 it) 

[it Tf. 8-06/72 TT W4] 
IT. TT. TPHIHT 

MINISTRY OF EDUCATION AND SOCIAL WELFARE 
(National Foundation for Teachers Welfare) 

New Delhi, the December, 1972 

In the matter of Charitable Endowments Act, 1890 

and 

In the matter of National Foundation for Teachers’ Wel- 
fare, New Delhi. 

S.O. 367. — In accordance with the provisions of paragraph 
3 of Schedules ‘B’ to the Notification of the Govt, of India, 
in the Ministry of Education No. S.O. 1955 dated the 25th 
lunc, 1962 as amended by the Notification of the Govt, of 
India, in the Ministry of Education No. S.O. 1485 dated the 
29th April, 1967 and in supersession of the Notification of 
the Govt, of India in the Ministry of Education No. S.O. 
4362 dated 17-10-1969 and dated 20th luly, 1971, as amended 
from time to time the following appointments of the chair- 
man and members of the General Committee of the National 
Foundation for Teachers’ Welfare with effect from the date 
noted against each, arc hereby Notified. 

Chairman 

1. Shri S, Numl Hassan, 

Minister of Education and Social Welfare, 
Government of India (ex-officio) (w.e.f. 1-4-19721 

Vice-Chairman 

2. Shri Jndra Deva Narain Sahl. 

Secretary, 

Ministry of Education and Social Welfare, 

(ex-officio) New Delhi, (w.e.f. 17-7-1972). 


ntap *»>t qfwjpr *rtnwn 
(qfotfrn wt) 


fa^il , 1 9 

1973 



wto wt° 368. — *4TTIT ttfffiwr 1958 (l958 

qrr 44 ) q?r uro 283 $ ^ (qt) 

4 ; Trot qt tq^rcor if 

tr«TT fim 4 firrm qi'Niral 

<pt irfinprm qnrif grg. 

jqpjfNr trwrt uotirt qtw qnpfr £ ftr tfr =rng % biwt 

( 1 ) if faPdw W if « tTRW ( 2 ) ^ ftmt fiplraff 

t fflf ^5TT TT 1TWT, 1966 Yt pfPFtT tpdTTT 

Wr (ft, 4T4 ftRT I 1 




^Nrf rrm '4K it 

BtfiPR qr^/lTP# 4?r 

9444. 1966 Tf ETUdC tfC ftTTr/ 

drfisr 

BET flFTT ^ 


(1) 

(*) 

1 . 'Ffpn .... 

13 8f, 1966 

2 . iftfajpr nuiiiTOt i 9 i T?ra ifq 

4 7[TTf, 1966 

3. TuffiftPTT 

23 SPTHT, 1 966 

4- fpTT TltifT 

24'ffTOT, 1966 

5 ffq ttu 04<l 

17 1066 

6. tufa 

30 196 6 

7- Tfia ,j i 

1 4 19 6 6 

8- BIBMtfir <i u ici<a' . 

16 qpFTff, 1967 

9. 

18 qRTff, 1967 

10- ui-Hlfaui 

30 fiPT, 1967 

if Mnt4ir<9rr 

8 Jlf, 1967 

1 2 46a |4 

28 1967 

1 3. eiFi 

5 twrf, 1967 

14- . 

1 5. yfpTT8 ct«n 

11 1967 


21 1967 

1 6. *4lsn .... 

28 1967 
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(i) 

1 7 . 

1 e. *frdwt 
is. Rratffa 
20. tftrt 

2 1. T.e.41 
2 2. R1TT 
23. 

2 4. TTTRTR 
2 5- 

26. jfrpft 3R^rtt ipnxpir 

27. Rtf 

2 8. fR I TET'lTR I I li m 37 T 

2 9. m 

30. 4Fr n"Ki»u 

31. m*|f5tRT 

32. Sff . 

33 . 

34. 5#<r 

3 5- RETT 

30. mffFTrfVtfT 

37 . jfMVftirr 

38. IlfrfflIR 

39. RT^XFXRWRT 

40. wnrforr 

41. 

42. "PJRT 

43. 

44. 4m xm r4rT 

■is. rttrr 
46- TfSTJfttftR 

47. '-0$ u Tf 

48. M^fafflTrftwr 

49. *rtfmr irirrmr 
50- SUrfM 

si. 5 #*nrr 

5 2. lRT*r . 

5 3. *^jfl4' J ! 

54 . rtrtt 

55 . 

5 6. 

5 7. ^TRTR 

58. onNffi 

59 . mmfimr 

60. (wf'edl 

61. fFnftrai 

6 2. UI*Ttfl TIR 

63. fmirfp 

64. VTf^trr 

65. ppfr 


(2) 

4 f?4rmr, 1 96 7 
19 wH, 19 68 
29 TTTRtft, 1968 

18 Rbtf, 1968 

19 (rfw, 1 968 

19 5T^T, 1968 
2 3 SWT, 1968 

1 5 Rtf, 1 968 

15 Rtf, 1968 

2 0 Rtf, 1968 

1 2 RR, 1968 

14 t>JR, 1968 
] 1 968 

24TJRTtf, 1968 
29 TOUT* 1968 

5 (TRW, 1968 
28 fPlFT. 1968 
28 (Oort, i 968 

2 5 femT, 1968 
25 RWTT, 1968 
14TfirmT, 1968 

5 ftRwn:, 1968 

. 6 fTTOmr, 1968 

aofTRTwrr, 1968 
22 aRTCt, 1969 

6 'Trmft', 1969 

4 Rbtf, 1969 

9 wfirr, 1 969 

5 4rf, 1969 

20 Rtf, 1969 

28 Rtf, 1969 

16 ^T, 1969 

10 Tjmtf, 1969 
12fR7T«rT, 1969 
22famsn;, 1969 
14 TTRrfr, 1970 

5 Rrmtfl, 1970 

25 RTtf, 1 970 
25RTC, 1970 
24 TO', 1 970 

7 TfTTtf, 1970 
zfRnrmr, 1970 
12 TRotft, 1971 

3 ^R, 1971 

3 3JR, 1971 

1 9 'JRTtf, 1 971 

21 fROmT, 1971 

4 RRTR, 1972 

29 ORRTT, 1972 

W 42-ORoTT 0 (e)/7o] 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 19th January, 1973. 


(Merchant Shipping) 


S.O. 368. —In pursuance of the provisions ol clause (a) 
of section 283 of the Merchant Shipping Act, J 958 (44 of 1958) 
and in supersession of all previous declarations on the subject 
the Central Government hereby declares that the countries 
specified, in column (1) of the Table set out below have accepted 
or, as the case may be, acceded to the International Convention 
of Load Lines, 1966 with effect from dates indicated against 
each country in column (2). 


TABLE 


Name of the country which has Date of acceptance 

a iceptsd/acceded to the International accession. 
Convention on Load Lines, 1966 



1 



1. Panama , 

2. Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republic 

3. Tunisia . 

4. Trinidad and Tobago 

5. United States of America 

6. France . 

7. South Africa . 

8. Malagasy Republic 

9. Peru 

10. Somalia 

11. Liberia 

12. Denmark 

13. Israel 

14. Unitod Kingdom 

15. Netherlands, Surinam and Ne- 
therlands Antilles 

16. Sweden . 

1 7. Mauritania 

18 . Morocco 

19. Maldives 

20. Norway 

21. Italy 

22. India 

23. Switzerland 

24. Japan 

25. Finland 

26. Congo Democratic Republic of 

27. Greece . 

28. Vietnam Republic of 

29. Spain 

30. China Republic of 

31. Australia 

32. Turkey 

33. Ireland 

34. Kuwait . 

35. Ghana 

36. Yugoslavia 

37. Nigeria 

38. Pakistan 

39. United Arab Republic 

40. Bulgaria 

41. Belgium 

42. Cuba 

43. Phiilippines 

44. Federal Republic of Germany 

45. Cyprus 

46. Southern Yemen 

47. Poland 

48. Czechoslovakia 

49. Korea Republic of 

50. Brazil 

51. Portugal 

52. Canada 

53. New Zealand . 

54. Monaco 

55. Maxico . 

56. Iceland . 

57. Lebanon 

58. Zambia . 


13 May, 1966 

4 July, J966 

23 August, 1966 

24 August, 1966 

17 November 1966 
30 November. 1966 

14 December, 1966 
16 January, 1967 

18 January, 1967 
30 March, 1967 

8 May, 1967 
28 June 1967 

5 July, 1967 

11 July, 1967 

21 July, 1967 

28 July, 1967 

4 December, 1967 

19 January, 1968 

29 January, 1968 
19 March, 1968 
19 April, 1968 

19 April, 1968 

23 April, 1968 

1 5 May, 1 968 

15 May, 1968 

20 May, 1968 

12 June, 1968 
14 June, 1968 

1 July, 1968 

24 July, 1968 

29 July, 1968 

5 August, 1968 
28 August, 1968 
28 August, 1968 

25 September, 1968 
25 October, 1968 
14 November, 1968 

5 December, 1968 

6 December, 1968 

30 December, 1968 

22 January, 1969 

6 February, 1969 

4 March, 1969 

9 April.! 969 

5 May, 1969 
20 May, 1969 
28 May, 1969 

16 June, 1969 

10 July, 1969 

12 September, 1969 
22 December. 1969 
14 January, 1970 
5 February, 1970 
25 March, 1970 
25 March, 1970 
24 June, 1970 

7 July, 1970 

2 September, 1970 
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59. Malaysia 

60. Argentina 

61. Romania 

62. Ivory Coast. 

63. Singapore 

64. Austria . 

65. Fiji 


2 


12 January, 1971 
3 June. 1971 
3 June, 1971 
19 July, 1971 
21 September, 1971 
4 August, 1972 
29 November , 1972 


[File No. 42-MA(6)/70] 


far#. 25 3FPT ft, 1972 


t*T. 3TT. 369.— WTirtf 4fT stfufMem, 1958 (1958 44) 

qft <nrr 23 ariV 24 ?rrr ^ ^5 

urm ijd jjtnrt, ti r ?H> J 1 1 sif - TcPT arfti iff co 

^ snfhr 1 nr^. 1973 qrrR- y’rf'W Errrft ^ 

3lft TTTlW wf’tntf affaWl SiTT vftrzTZ* favP“, 
■M U*i, J II 3lt qrt '37^T Erff-T RTlrfNr siijmI ^ U «i r> J Tr 1- 
rf^ic^R qrrrft f i 

OT?7T 68-FJJT. <Ul)/70] 


New Delhi, the 25th January, 1973 

S.O. 369 In exercise of the powers conferred by sections 

23 and 24 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 
1958), the Central Government hereby declares the Port of 
Mormugao to be u Port of Registry with effect from 1st 
March, 1973 under the said Act and appoints the Offlccr-ln- 
Charge, Mercantile Marine Department, Mormugao, to be the 
Registrar of Indian Ships with effect from the same date at 
that port. 

[No. 68-MA(l)/70] 

Hf 29 vTmqD, 1973 


wt° 370. — JtPTfUr ®rrWRt tin (mFoc cIjiok 
sfrprtrw, jtr’S), Em, 1954 % fmru 5 % smnTvr Jr, 
tnjitTT trurffm tit % tmnH id mftar ?r 41 jpJ 

wrrfst fair 'TTTff if mfipc <Nptr (^f) snimr) 
pj i ptj 'rrr^fr | ttTr ftm#rfbra vr ttcft fmjttr 

8iTtft f, 

1 . ^ nyifh^upp, ttFtt tpnnc 

qtprfrpT, ^ Tffl'fflTt wftWTf) I EW9T 

2- Fr^BW, BTTf^PTT tUFTR *|tmfi5n, 

srrjrt hw rrfqr 


3. p 4f tmfo tjmsfr'flrf 

4 . r 4V 7 ^ttf tTFT tpq-o q^-aiFTm 

5. 

G. v 4V U^ih 4 ^ Jn f 


1 mfarif % Jtftt- 

j Frftj u u 

'l rnfWi % sTFrfbfa 

J F7FT 

pmr: 15-tnTo£r°( 3 ) / 7 2 ] 

'ff. 3T BfalT 


New Delhi the 29th, January, 1973 


S.O. 370. — In pursuance of rule 5 of the Indian Mer- 
chant Shipping (Seamen's Employment Office, Bombay), Rules, 
1954, the Cental Government hereby establishes a Seamen’s 
Employment Board (Home Trade) at the Port of Bombay for a 
period of two years with effect from (he date of publication of 
this notification and appoints the following persons to be mem- 
bers thereof, namely — - 


1. The Deputy Director General of 
Shipping, Inchargc of Seamen’s 
Employment Office, Bombay. 

2. The Director, Seamen's Employ- 
ment Office, Bombay. 

3. Shri N.H. Dhupjibhoy. 

4. Shri Rasiklal H.Narccliania. 

5. Dr, Shanti Patel. 

6. Shri Vilas Manjrekar, 


Chairman. 

Member-Secretary. 

Members represen- 
ting shipowners. 
Members representing 
seamen. 


[File No.l5-MT(3)/72] 


V. V. SUBRAHMANYAM, Dy. Secy. 


•Tlf T'TeSfr, 25 imfl, 1973 

tfrr. arr. an.— rriVip artef, f^Fur i960 ^ 

(2) ^ PTW qfOT «7riF ariVN^Ttr 1958 (1958 'TTT 

4 . 4 ) trm 4 ^Tfcr etw qifafFrf ee HEfar arot 

H7ETR t^Tf^TCT: — 

(1) ap^ 4 Blfsr^FT m?T fariVE 13fr. ^ 

12-0-72 ^ Bft Rif. w, VT(f4«R ^ WET Tf, Tl^T 

rifnpf qW qvr qrrffi' aifi 

vrnrar ttefr bNipt ^ 9 ?pt«-i rrttft (irfw c^r) 

qrf aiffr^rFlT rf BT, t31T. 000 ^ftfi 24T-72 ^ ^rwW^RT 
WdflET REfft f, 3WffT : 

(1) RRT fFTRI 11 $ fTRFt 9^ rf “RT^ W- 

^ 3i m rt 4” nT'fiwiftm 

hw 4 1 

C36-t?T.^t.(12)/72] 

New Delhi, the 25th January, 1973 

S.O, 371, — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 4 
of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958), read with 
sub-rule (2) of the National Shipping Board, Rules 1960. 
the Central Government hereby appoints: 

(1) Shri S. V. Bhave, Director General of Shipping, 
Bombay, as a member of the National Shipping 
Board, in place of Shri Y. S. Kasbekar with effect 
from 12-9-1972. 

and makes the following further amendment in the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the Ministry of Ship- 
ping and Transport (Transport Wing) in S.O. 600 dated the 
24th January. 1972 namely: 

(1) in the entry against serial No. 11 for the words 
‘Y. S. Kasbekar’, (he words "Shri S, V. Bhave” shall 
be substituted. 


[No. 35-MD(12)/72] 
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br. arc. 372 . — ^tiVeRt fmir f-ViV R-ftmr ctihm) 

1960 i fw 3 3ff7 7 i TTT*T TTTt «RTBR 5[ftT- 

fREDT, 1058 (1058 3R 44) URT 15 if 3TORT (1) ffRT 
ST^TT BR SpsrfrT 77# ^ R77R7 WTW1R7 

if lyr. #f. hi# it %ff irtf. tF. 

«FRR#B7 i 7HTH CT7, 12-9-1972 it fTTRH tViV hMt 

OR BRCR f-EffFT 37#f f -3ftV HT7T B7BTR i itl- 

arft htr hhrrt ortrar^r ?#hi j i) if arfq^RT tobt 

BT. 3IT. 628 fTTfar: 17-3-1959 if 1 fd H fd T'WTTI" STtV 7%hlH 

f, amfur :— 

3W erftfiRTlHT if, rrq (7) RBI Wit rrwforr B^lfafirf 
t? fwi IV g r fa ' fa T ig ^ niVt'e^T 1 BftR-diFmr 
B# 3 TrW, :— 

“#t tJTL aft. ht#, 

■rtVfpr 

[TfcHI 35-Qn-.#t.(12)/72D 

S.O. 372. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 15 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 
(44 of 1958) read with rules 3 and 7 of the Shipping De- 
velopment Fund Committee (General Rules 1960, the Cen- 
tral Government hereby appoints Shri S. V. Bhave, 
Director General of Shipping, Bombay as member Of the 
Shipping Development Fund Committee with effect from 
12-9-1972 vice Shri Y. S. Kasbckar and makes the following 
further amendments in the notification of the Government 
of India in the late Ministry of Transport and Communi- 
cations (Deptt. of Transport) No. S.O. 628 dated the 17th 
March, 1959 namely : — 

In the said notification for the item (7) and the entries 
relating thereto, the following item and entries shall bo 
substituted, namely: 

“(7) Shri S, V. Bhave, 

Director General of Shipping 12-9-1972". 

[35-MD(12)/72] 

30 TR’pft, 1973 

iFT. arr. 373 .— bV f^nr, i960 i fRRR 4 
b 5 3T ?RRR (2) ^ HTH tftsT ®BTBR #?T 3rf'uf#H0, 1058 
(1958 BR 44) if RRT 4 ^TRT BT^f 7l?B<Ur? HR R#T B7# 
^ B7BR7 «ff tJR. RIFT b 5 P7IR HI lAfTT «RTBR ifTTeTH 

b! TfVr, «ff #f. #f. btr Bf f^frr B7#f f aifi hrr B7BR7 
B? RpBfR aift tfalRR OIN.LFH TEED if 3lftl^RT 

Bterr bt. an- 24 RRB7#, 1972 i aift httHtr Bnrft 

f, Wr-:— 

rtr arfu^THi if bbt iren 7 i urt# b># it 
"sft I^r. BT7T” KT i “«jf #f. 'ft OT" 71^ 
irfrIPITtOrr Wh «U' t T'l I 

CBW 37-t?T.^.(l)/721 
W. tf. BT^f, 3pTT B^Vr 1 

New Delhi, the 30th January, 1973 

S.O. 373. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 4 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958), 
read with sub-rule (2) of rule T of the National Shipping 
Board Rules, 1960, the Central Government appoints Shri 
B. B. Lai, Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Trade in place of 
Shri H. Lai and makes the following further amendment in 
the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 


of Shipping and Transport (Transport Wing) No. S.O. 600 
dated the 24lh January, 1972, namely: — 

Tn the said notification in the entry against serial No. (7), 
for the words Shri H, Lall”, the words “Shri B. B. Lai” 
shall be substituted. 

[No. 37-MD(l)/72] 
B. K. SAHI, Under Secy. 

BRIM 4 ! 

(FRWTR srtf) 

23 T-'IT/i, 1973 

STT. SR. 374— RRTfhr 3 OTTER arW^URT, 1898 (1898 4R 
6 ) if RRT 9 fIRT RTceT J0?<RRf? TR JratR 
B7TR, RRftfa- BTfRR fRW, 1933 if ^7 BTfiftTR ^ 

RT^RRT T'RiRfBfQTr foRir RRIcff if 1 , wffT.— 

(1) §R f 8R RRT RRtfHr ®TOT7 (Off BT 

fRW, 1973 ?“ I 

(2) 4 TTBTR- if mTRJfRT ^ WW JR[ver ITfif I 

2. RRlffR 3TTO7 fTW, 1933 i ^TTR 30 3? 3~qf d4 H 

(3) if “BB - TTIT rf, EFffwTT i fcn? aipfTR’’ if BRUT 

TTef “QVf tf TTi RBI TpBI^TOI (1TO 3fiT- 
fjcT foRIT BltyiT” # RTfiRI TI# TTW i PIFT 07 TRIR'- 
feifW m\ bf?it arofa:— 

“snrr Rftw ffm arrfrR tfy s ftq-N i T>f 
trmfW Vf mrfer i otrrt btri ftm f, if ^ 
wrpf if fsmur-offir bV^ri Bif smjrft , atf? 3 trt 

T 411 if UB" 07 Biff JTWR if BRI'b'T? 1 ' if 5RTpff fvRT 
OTill if d 7^317^7701 i BTB" if B1RT 

•T^foW ^ fBQ Ruor; *1 07 if Iflrft i 1 

cif. 5/17/72-iff. amfj 
sff. 5 C , TR# 1 (m RBrrffo'f) I 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(Posts and Telegraphs Board) 

New Delhi, the 23rd January, 1973 

S.O. 374. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 9 of the Indian Post Office Act, 1898 (6 of 1898) the 
Central Government hereby makes the following rules fur- 
ther to amend the Indian Post Office Rules, 1933, namely: — 

(1) These rules may be called the Indian Post Office 
(First Amendment) Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 

publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In sub rule (3) of rule 30 of the Indian Post Office 
Rules, 1933, for the sentence begining with "In case the 
application for renewal is received after the date of expiry” 
and ending with “allotted in such case", the following shall 
be substituted, namely: — 

“Where the application for renewal is received after 
the date of expiry of the previous registration, 
a late fee of Rs. 10/- shall be charged, and in 
other respect it shall be dealt with in the same 
manner as an application for renewal received in 
the last month of previous registration”. 

[No. 5/17/72-CL] 
MRS. G. E. BANERJI, Director (Postal Technical) 
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Pfluftr aftft ntttet jNto't 


posed to be changed to Industrial use (l ight Manu- 
facturing) ”, 


^ 30 P?mn. 1972 

Bfrr. air. 375.— NET: PtfEeft fasBTET nPnPtw, 1957 (1957 4 
el) *rft rnn 44 Eft anff^rcr t, 4^f\n httr 4 

ip aPEErPsiEr 4 nr 1 ip PrEEft kf tseet ^ 

Ppuet 'ufarirr (Erfrr tjh-7) it nrPfmr etciHr - ^ hwii 97 

arPyfmir Tt ttm ii-m 'rft 3hwr (3) 4 ar^nn 

snRiVerirf ep-tt EpTTT ni'iiPnet Tuft ?i) hbdiNtft ertH.'R' k 

T^TT 4 FET it (ET. 1)95-16 (55) /70 l?T. 'ft. P'UTftfi 26-2-1972) 
MFlP^TET Pw ITT I 

ayfr ereT; tttt Nrt/y ft if afWfer 4 epi^ it aru- 
Pmrf 97 Ptttr 97 P ^ ^ qkW mam ft, arfm^dT ^ 

717079' it wft apt PetP’-T Et fdcefi qft RpRTT ERTT S*ftr 

4 et/tet td+u-r #3 ht it ttstP-ft trt ttt Pmk Pr^rr ^ ; 

N'T NET: 5JW 3Tt«TPr7nT TTRT 11-t) apt ^T-yT7T (2) 
^TFTT IT^erT TTpROTt TT «Rct ?^3 ^WPf EETm PtfEEft 

kf w^rTT tiPht tt'4t tit 4 sNPr tWra- kmi it 

4 p^fTt I Pi ip tel tarl ETTrftT'T 'W'ft if nun: 

“*[Tw ttPrt/^HPt TtPsrrr ip i^mR, Edik, tW rw 
isrfm ^eTRr ^ Pn? etPt^ EPrm 4.46 ^rei (13.5 rss) 
tj^ir Tit SEER it 45.72 ftkl (150 tpte) T^ETT kERTT 

Enj^T (ENET NpPrtrM q? TiRT •! ft PlSltT-T 4 3MHR), Rjft it 
45.72 ftter (150 kte) ipixT tPs, tPbtt k eftr nvr 

htVETtr it ftelft EmpT Et Pm ^3TT f, d 3Tp^rtPT9i mPm 
(317 ^ ‘Nrit 9 >t Prirfor) d 9Pnrfrftr tVt Nift <*rr tottt s“” 1 

r 3cfn it 45.72 1 P 37 (150 <Pte) ^tVt *[TR NftRT ETTO, 

T*F it 45.72 ifPrr (150 <Pte) Ers^r rte, t^ctw it att'fPPi^ 
w q-ppq-ir it PeT-t ?n^T it Prit i^arr 4.40 ^7 
iffir hft 1 

[9k 4. 10-2(3)/ 69“^, Pt. #919 2) 

MINISTRY OF WORKS & HOUSING 

New Delhi, the 30th December, 1972 

S.O. 375. — Whereas certain modification which the Central 
Government proposed to make in the Master Plan for Delhi 
and Zonal Development Plan (Zone F, 7) as regards the 
areas mentioned in the Schedule hereto annexed were pub- 
lished as notice (No. F-16(53) /70-MP dated the 26th Febru- 
ary, 1972) in accordance with the provisions of section 44 of 
the Delhi Development Act, 1957 (61 of 1957) inviting ob- 
jections and suggestions; as required by sub-section (3) of 
section 11 -A of the said Act. 

AND. WHEREAS the Central Government after consider- 
ing the objections with regard to the area mentioned in the 
aforesaid Schedule, has decided to modify the Master Plan 
for Delhi and Zonal Development Plan of the area; from the 
date of publication of the notification in the Gazette; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (2) of section 11-A of the said Act, the Cen- 
tral Government, hereby makes the following modifications 
in the said Master Plan for Delhi and Zonal Development 
Plan of the area, namely: — 

“An area measuring about 4.46 hect. (13.5 acres) eur 
marked in the Master Plan/Zonal Plan as commer- 
cial for warehousing, storage, depots and mineral 
siding, surrounded by 45.72 mtrs. (150 ft.) wide 
Master Plan Road in the north (as per new; align- 
ment due to the silt- . . feasibility), Mathura Road 
45.72 mtrs, (150 ft.) in the East, industrial area in 
the south and the Railway l.inc in the west is pro- 


THF. SCHEDULE 

4.46 hectares of land surrounded by 45.72 mts. (150 ft.) 
wide Master Plan Road in the north, Mathura Road 45.72 
mtrs. (150 ft.) in the East, industrial area in the south and 
Railway T.inc in the west. 

[Case No. 10-2(3)/69-UDI-Part II] 

^ 12 TTirrPt, 1973 

57. NT. 376.— ETT9TR tTN^TTET IPTE faiRT 9? 

TFfe | E W tfTET FitNH 9TT PTEvP PwiET TRpfmrtT 
IFfWIfT Ep E^TTim TTWTET E#FT? tfiRp I 

[TT. ET. 9 / 1 . 1011 / 2 1/72— T- 1] 

FET. 9ET. 'ft. TRr, 3DT7 EfP'EH 

New Delhi, the 12th January, 1973 

S. O. 376. — The Central Government hereby accepts the 
resignation of Shri Ishwar Dass Mahajan, Councillor, Muni- 
cipal Corporation of Delhi, from the membership of the 
Delhi Development Authority, with immediate effect. 

[F. No. K. 11011/21 /72-UDI] 
S. S. P. RAU, Under Secy. 

Ej^fNT aft7 I T I TT !" 1 61 93* 1*1 

illf P^vfft, 25 1973 

«BT. NT. 377.— •TErftTT nMWt, 1952 (1952 4>T 37) 

9ft OTET 6 Emm (2) 4 (IT) ^31TT TT^EET NftmRp =PT 
imftT wr4 ertpt? tet^ttt rt Pn^V f P^ 

"P^ Pei *1 /ifi -f nto tiet. «ft. nPep (NftEft) Ermt! Pdm, Pnet 

4 w 1 if 4 ^<t Pwt Etm kk jrErTur-T^r ePeut 

62485^; ETTrftr 6-2-71 Pw iRTT NT, k nPve^N^ 4 

nt/t grft kr EmPer e? P^beet etwf NFftn Pnep^ Pet^ 

HTIET Ip IT^f-Tpif q/rET Tmift Peh] PinfPEtiTr rttft 
9T P'fqi Nidi ^ I 

[TT. EE. 9 / 15/7imB Eft] 

fFsftr PEfy am etPttt 

MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the 25th January, 1973 

S.O. 377. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(b) of Sub-section (2) of Section 6 of the Cinematograph 
Act, 1952 (37 of 1952), the Central Government hereby directs 
that (he film entitled “The Liberation of L. B. Jones’ - (English) 
in respect of which Certificate No. 62485-U dated 6-2-71 was 
granted by Central Board of Film Censors shall be deemed 
to be a film for which certificate restricted to audience of 
Adults only has been granted for exhibition in the whole of 
India with effect from the date of issue of this Notification. 

[F. No. 9/15/71-FC] 
HARJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 


42 G of 1/72—5. 
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(v?r ariV rNr*R t«rHFT) 

2 ttrr, 1972 

w 

AT. OT. 378.— TR: FTATT TFT f fARt 

TAFratr 3^^ tt fntFfVe - Fwat 4 ait p* trrrpr attr 
P® 4 mw^r )' srfV taa) a4au 1 ' a! *fhr tat 

Paatt Pa^httt f , 

3rf? iRT: !fh^r TTTTT? TOT PaATA Tp R(RP.i'jfiH a) 

PeiF Pa^tr yrrm qrj-ftn £ , 

3frn, TA, ST^ppRA P*TATT 3jffe) ?'H -4 M , 1947 (1947 TT 
14) A^P fTITT 7^ 3lft WTTT 10 TTW (1) 4 T?U2 (ET) 
spr tptft TpAfRrP att taPt a < a st?, (ran tht^- 

^TTT tUP 3tP'<^||PrRT 3lfu^fiTar TpST TTrft t, f al <rl ^ 'ffel- 

Epfr arPqWP sfp ta^t qirrqw itp^ ?+>t, Ptrtt 
srfp 5 Nil 3ffV 3 *ra Patty tP w srfyqiTRr atP Rnr- 
PrufW 4 Per Pa^-Pw ; !fr^-rfr ^ i 

“=utt 9^- tPttet »Nt, tPt^et Trf^TTFr, ^ph. 4 ittwa 
4f wrtraw if 3 V j (znr Pat *rwt> taray 

4 a 9 ip TTfryfv a ) Aitor ArprfeR erep Arp < fm P§ <tt a) 
CRT 97 F4FITRA TA jf ART ATT 4 3PTOTf ?P TpW Art 
aP TTlW RTTRpPW tf ? aP? T#, df *Hf PART 3FT^r 
AT CT^T7 f ?” 

[TT. tJT. I 2 OI 2 / 44 / 72 -W 3fl7 33 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 2nd November, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 378. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Punjab National Bank and their workmen in 
respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annex- 
ed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 7A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10, 
of the Industrial Disputes Aet, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal 
of which Shri Updesh Narnin Mathur shall be the presiding 
Officer, with headquarters at Jaipur and refers the said dis- 
pute for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

‘ Whether the action of the management of Punjab Na- 
tional Bank, Central Circle, Indore in denying offi- 
ciating chances in the post of Cashier to Shi i 
Shyamlal, Hundi Presenter (now designated ns Bill 
Collecior-cnm-Cash-Pcon), Branch Office, Jaipur is 
justified? If not, to what relief is he entitled?” 

[No. L. 12012/44/72 /LRTT1 1 


ttf feft, fl ftHUR, 1972 
Wt$WT 

ATo RT° 379 . — AT: ^sfU W TPT ?T ftf TTTAI 
tFyjsfr Jf ftrffrfoA Ptrat ^ Jf ^ Prat AtfEprPt, 

irnt AHT, fATT STTATA ^ RTU tU % JpA* 

ffitfpirf q*T7 at% 4 . 44, iff % tfU mtr xAttftftprr fawurr 

I ; 

at: %7jfpr rnmc Ptapt aj -trwM'tR ^ ftru 
f-ltfuin ATT 1 TtT54Pj TTWSTHT ^ } 

AT: %R, TfhuJffiA f^TAT TTftrfTPT, 1 947 ( 1947 AT 14) 4?T 

etitt io At Traro (i) ^ w>? (^r) 3 kt !itt wfrpft 

AT START AtA jrr, *TTATT ffiT^nT 3ATT fATTC At 1JAT 

TTpUfATAAT UTAT 7-A^ TTtftA ufet %^Rr *T’AT7 Tt*l*flfiTA Tlftim 
ATArTT AT rrrrtrfmJtAT A fTTf MfitET ATcft | I 

1 

"ATT AtfnTt RTT^T TWT, Tto 4% t)T, ttatt 
’TPFRfpT , fWT JTAAPT AT Uft RpT, fA TT^()4t-2 ^ 3t?H- 
ftrtT A4AK fre frpqrr AlftTAfr, «TATf AYt TAT, 
Dptt % wtra'is uttt ttat a apttt fart otpt xfhc 

26 fTTUTC 1971 gt ATT^AT A ^/TTTPT fAR 3TFT ^T ^AATA 

j nntftBrr | ttfir ?rt ?rt a4ar firr xr^ntR % »ftA 
Pea Artfir Jr aaak | ? 

tmtjA) 2 


1. ^TTAAt 

. AtRT JTUTft 

2. T%RTA Ttrf ? , 

■ V® 

3. ARPtA -TtAATfFRT Vtuft 


4- RtlTAAtERt 

• f’TT 

S. AT^tTAT ATf 

, ftRRfWt 

0, TERM PtaPT 

. TRA 

7. TTl^rAA fWAT 

TT <<M'l4t 

8. aiPta Pprt 

EftTR 

9, WATT TtA 

• 

10 . TftPtR fpr 

, ^AIT^A 

1 1. fAAA^T Pr^ 

APT APTTrft 

1 2. TAt AWt 

■ 

1 3. TA 4 rdf r qt u 0 

. pm 

1 4. 7TA START 

t'ATT^A 

15. HAT A^5rft 

, fuR 

16 ApTAT s^tTfi 

, fWR 

1 7 . AOTfwr saOta . 

, etYit 

18. "JT Tptuft 

U A 0 

19. TTR^r , 

nsr° AARft 

2 0. 

^RTAA 


[tRAT TTEr/ 19 01 2/77/ 72-TFT^ TTTTo 2] 
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New Delhi, the 6th December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 379. — WHEREAS the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the employe] s 
in relation to the management of East Nimcha Colliery, Post 
Office Jaykaynagar, District Burdwan and their workmen in 
respect or the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, CalcutLa, constituted under section 
7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 1 

Whether the demand of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Ci.T. Road, 
Post Office Asansol, District Burdwan that the workmen 
mentioned in Schedulc-Il arc entitled to be taken back 
in service, by the management of East Nimcha Colliery, 
Post Office Jaykayanagar, District Burdwan and paid 
full wiges with effect from the 26th December, 1 971 is 
justified? If so, to what relief are the workmen entitled 
to and from what date ? 


SCHEDULE 11 


1. Surcndra Sarma 


Lamp Room Ineharge 

2. Rameswar Sarma 


Munshi 

3. Barisan — Rambarisan Chowdhury 

Banksman 

4. Mohon Chowdhury 


Trammer 

5. Bales war Sarma 


Timber Mislry 

6. Ramraj Chowdhury 


Loader 

7. Ramsuhahan Misra 


Pump Khalasi 

8. Sadik Mia 


Loader 

9. Anant Pandey 


Munshi 

10, Jogendar Singh 


Banksman 

1 1 . Kishandco Sarma 


Pump Khalasi 

12. Parma Chowdhuri 


Trammer 

13, Jangbahadur Chowdhury 


Trammer 

14. Ram Prakash 


Banksman 

15, Sankai Chowdhury 


Trammer 

16, Chandrika Chowdhury 


Trammer 

17. Ramkishan Harijan 


Loader 

18. Sri Ram Chowdhury 


S. Trammer 

19. Ramchandra Chowdhury 


H. Khalashi 

20, Jaigobind Chowdhury 


Banksman 


(No. 

L/19012/77/72-LR1I.) 


'Neeft, 19 1977. 

TO. 3IT. 380. — W: TOP TOT if gTOlf 

tjTOnpi V froerf ^ to 1 iT tow top 

TOTTOTtT ft BWW tTOrtvTTit SIR TOfmf ^ 

t*H ^tl'fdf04i fWT3 if | 

3tn TOT:, TO7TOI 3W fWT4 # TOTTOWtoI 4 fviT 1 

TOTTOT TOTOftn TOTOTOft £ , 

TOT:, TOT, arifoifTOE fTOTOj ^VtTOTOT, 1947 (1947 TO 14) 
TO OTTO 10 TOt (1) 4 ^5 (To fflTT TO?tT srfwrof 

TO KTOtTO TOrt ^,73, TOTO7 3W Tt 3W 

arhifroRT pt urn v-f ^ artftro ntror tottot arti^rf- 
fTOro arfroroTO, tototottt to wpErfVfror 4 fro? 

TOfft f t 


TOT, w fTOTOT TO T^f tTOfTOP, aiff TOTOT-TOTOft 4 
p(TOifi arVrof 41 wtr if, Tirot §73 , tot aft fY *pir 
TOTTOT TO3 TTT, TOT If-TO, fACTOT ^ TOT ^ihr TO^t, 
mV rrofw TOrat crow Vt am'frtfrof tottot to 
ptndt'xifpT to 4 arPi m^t fnwM fcrfTOro 4 tot 4' tto 
TOTTTO iTfr wt arft ow »Mf tW 4 tot V wtHtd t/ fro3 
tot to from Trot Vt toto wrntfw f? ^ qVr f, fit ^ fror 
arfiTik 4, toV arti tror frrrVr it ffroi f? 

(TO TOT. 1G012/ 2/72/TOI. TO?. 3] 

New Delhi, the 19th December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 380. — WHEREAS the Central Government is of 
opinion (hat an industrial dispute exists between the em- 
ployers in relation to the Government of India Press Calcutta 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW THEREFORE, in exercise of Ihe powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Go- 
vernment hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to 
the Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta constituted under section 
7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether, keeping in view the relevant orders of the 
Chief Controller of Printing and Stationery on the 
subject, the demands of Survashri Hare Krishan 
Purkait, Narayan Chandra Dutta, Sujit Sengupta, 
Nirunjan Dev and Subodh Nandy, report writers, 
for transferring them to the non-indnstrial side of 
the Establishment and to re-designate them as 
Lower Division Clerks and to consider them for 
promotion as Upper Division Clerks is justified? 
if so, to what relief, if any and from what date, 
are they entitled? 

INo, L. 16012/2/72/LRII1J 
•Tlf 29 f^TOTO, 1972 

irpfro 

TO. TO. 381. — TOT: ifjTO TOTO ^ ?uS"fil 4 

IRWOT 3lfV TOTOT) TOtTOlf if, TWTO nfrp 

froftm ifcw TOfanf tot, frnff totot 

TO4/TTO TOT if HTTO? fif TOT TOfw fTOTT ^ fTO 

T3W 31#TO if TOTOrW?r TO7 ^Tlf TOTHT^T Sid^ if gtrqfu% 
frororf ^ tiT if srffqffim 5it fTfroror 

? t , to; ail'fiifii'T. sifTOmr Tf fron m3 ; 

3lfl TOT: TOITOI TOT ITOTOTOT TOffi 4 TOW 

afV TOTTOlf ITOT, ‘Veeft, TOTTORf TO 1 T^TOTOT TO nffifTfaTT 
TOUT f ; 

3Trf:, m, arffffifiiTO 3-ftlfTOTOT, 1947 (1947 TO 14) 

Vr wit io TO wim (2) fim ^rfrorirf to TOffro 

TOrf gr, TOITOI Efl^TTU gw 9if t3W STftrfTOHT 

to! otto 7-to ^ -TH-iftTO TOfsir srfroitrof; eTfroroor, 

4 Vro froffw mrofr f i 

(1) ifwi iWtt TOf TOTTOf TOTTOT if TOTOrtt 

TOTR ffinV. gwft TOTTO fw W TOfrof iTOFT if UTOf fD? 
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sf*TT felft atlNr 9 TUt 4 OtT 89^11 if, Sift ft 4 44 
3rriY4 3 T^tH 9^ 90T RTOT OltlR ? 

(2) JH 9>44 l( ^9T71 ? Tpr Uitfwt ] ' ft WTPf 4 «3 1 
573 , tot *rf grfaicJ««nci 4 w 4' Trf4 in4 ttt f sift 
m4 ft 4, cm% 4 ? 

[ft, PTE 12012/]54/72/tTfr, an?. 3] 

New Delhi, the 29th December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 381. — Whereas the employers in relation to the 
Central Bank of India and their workmen represented by 
Central Bank Employees Union, Delhi have jointly applied 
to the Central Government for reference of an industrial 
dispute that exists between them to an Industrial Tribunal 
in respect of the matters set forth in the said application and 
reproduced in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied that 
the said Central Bank Employees Union, Delhi represents 
the majority of the workmen; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby refers 
the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal, 
Delhi constituted under section 7A of the said Act, 

SCHEDULE 

(i) Whether having regard to the duties performed by 

Shri Kamta Prasad Pandey Daftri at Janpath 
branch of the Central Bank of Lidia, he is en- 
titled to any monetary benefits and if so wbat 
should be quantum of such monetary relief? 

(ii) whether having regard to the duties performed by 

the above workman he is entitled to be treated 
as a Record-Keeper and if so from what date? 

[No. L. 12012/154/72 /LRIIIJ 

afpftr 

*T. atr. 382.— 37195 ft fWvrt Oi f 

gr4 944 1 4 4, nftiP-fftrw 44; fir, 

9R9T it*, fpRjRn ffT ft 4-^W fTWTC *ft 'T? 4* f4 

w 3fr#r 4 $*rft au^ft 4 g^<r 

t4wt 4 9 t 4 4 arf^rtfjT^) Pt 9E? #, srf gr4 44r fcieerRiT 
f, ^ siffTtPr^ 4 Pd^Ttfirr Pw oia , 

siftV <td: fff^TR fTRTflPT ft o«(l If 1 ?9! vtRrt ftf^rf 

44; Aa-ffrr/f fter, P^fft, 9nf9n4 94 *nyi4oT m t PoP -iP itct 
WT f f ! 

3ET:, 3TT, gft^tjtPRpT tW? 3-PwPdW, 1947 (1947 9TT 14) 

94 oft io 94 grerrfT ( 2 ) ^tht rw qi ’h riaT 977 
^?ft 3 / 7 , fR^rTf tjfr^im gw Pwu <rt gw arPtr^wr 
94 fun 7 - 9 ; 4 arefcr fitw att^iiPo^ ^rPti^w, Pt^4 ft 
4 Pit? PrtfPw f \ 

( 1 ) ft^T 44; 3{TT ^PcrgRTT 94 0 W fDT JfiTST 4 sft ft^TT 5JW 
W ; it dflt I PrrJ TTE 94^1 ) 94 WTUT 4 F3RT ^7 
wr w tWt fur furPv 9w4 9 t rwu if, ariV oftr 4 1 at 
44 tur wPfr afvprk 4t nurr wr ft4 ffitiR ? 

( 2 ) gtptfw fufffif fim nrj 94®4 ft 4 font 
^7, wt w arpFftmTvr 4 ?sq- 4 bt4 gpt w f^if f artV 
^ ft at, Pf*r arftar ft ? 

[957. ft. tJfT. 12012/l65/72/tTW. 3!Tf. 31 

Ptr’ej, gffTf ft Pad 


ORDER 

S.O. 382. — Whereas the employers in relation to the 
Central Bank of India and their workmen represented by 
Central Bank Employees Union, Delhi have jointly applied 
to the Central Government for reference of an industrial 
dispute that exists between them to an Industrial Tribunal 
in respect of the matters set forth in the said application 
and reproduced in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied that the 
said Central Bank Employees Union, Delhi represents the 
majority of the workmen; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (2) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby refers 
the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal, 
Delhi constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

r 

(i) Whether having regard to the duties performed bv 
Shri Roshan Lai Sharma Daftri at Darya Ganj 
Branch of the Central Bank of India, he is entitled to 
any monetary benefits and if so what should be 
the quantum of such monetary relief? 

(ii) Whether having regard to the duties performed by 

the above workman he is entitled to be treated 
as a Record-keeper and if so from what date ? 

[No. L. 12012/1 5J/72/LRIU] 
IKARNATL SINGH, Under Secy, 


New Delhi, the 30th January, 1973 

S.O. 383. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Chandigarh in respect of a complaint under section 
33A of the said Act filed by Shri Jaswant Singh, Driver, 
T. No. 954-F which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on 22nd January, 1973. 

[No, L. 42012/1 /73/LRIII] 

KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy, 

BEFORE SHRI P. P. R. SAWHNY, B.A, (HONS) CANTAB 
BAR AT-LAW, PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CHANDIGARH 

1. Complainant No. 2/23 of 1972, — Under section 33-A 
of the Industrial. Disputes Act, 1947. 

Shri Jaswant Singh, driver, T. No, 954-F, C/o B. S. L. 
Workers Union, Sundernagar (H.P.) ...Complainant. 

Vs, 

Executive Engineer, B. S. L. Workshop Division, No. 2, 
Sundernagar T /ship, District Mandi (H.P.) .... Respondent. 

2. Application No. 2/37 of 1972.— Executive Engineer, 
B. S. L, Workshop Division No. 2, Sundernagar. .Applicant. 

Vs. 

Shri Jaswant Singh, Driver, T. No. 8 54-F. .Respondent. 
Appearances; 

Shri Mobinder Singh — for Shri Jaswant Singh. 

Shri Rattan Lai— for respondent/applicant. 

AWARD 

This award will dispose of complaint No. 2/25 oi 1972 
filed by Shri Jaswant Singh, driver, dated 23rd July, 1972 
under section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
and application No. 2/37 of 1972 filed under section 33(2) 
of the Act, by the Executive Engineer B, S. L. Workshop 
Division No. II, Sundernagar, for approval being given to 
the action taken by way of termination of services of Shri 
Jaswant Singh, driver, in as much as the authorised re- 
presentatives of the parties had made statements on 5-10- 
1972 that since the points in dispute covered by the afor- 
said complaint and application were the same and common 
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questions of fact and law were involved, both the cases 
be consolidated, and that the evidence that may be recorded 
in the complaint be read as evidence in application No. 
2/37 of 1972, and it was ordered accordingly. 

2, Shri Jaswant Singh has inter alia maintained in the 
complaint that his services had been first terminated on 
24-8-1971, without obtaining prior approval of the Tribu- 
nal when reference No. 2/C of 1971 was pending before 
this Tribunal, and on his having filed a complaint, the 
respondent put in reply revoking the orders complained of 
and the Tribunal had ordered that keeping view the con- 
tents of reply put in by respondent, Shri Jaswant Singh, 
driver, was to be deemed to be in service of the respon- 
dent from the date when orders of termination of his ser- 
vices had been passed i.e. from 24-8-1971 and was also en- 
titled to payment of wages due to him, and in that way 
the complaint had become infructuous, that it was disposed 
of as such, but the respondent had not taken him back 
in service or complied with the orders of the Tribunal, 
that he had been called as Reservist by the Officer 
Commanding Reservists, A.S.C. Centre (Worth), Meerut Cantt, 
vide his letter No. 6598625 (Rcs/Admn.) and he proceeded 
to participate in the training, leaving his address with the 
Superintending Engineer, B.S.L. Administration and Accounts 
Circle, Sundernagar as was evident from his representation 
dated 31-8-1971, and his home address had been given in 
his service book which was in the custody of the respon- 
dent. 

that on his return from training as reservist, he had ap- 
proached the S.D.O. Transport Sub Division, Division No. 
IT, Sundernagar for allowing him to resume duty, but he did 
not allow him to do so, being aggrieved he had approached 
the President of the BSL Workers Union Sundernagar, 
who sent letter on 22-6-1972 requesting the respondent to 
comply with the award of the Tribunal, 

that the respondent, instead of taking him back in ser- 
vice, on 24-6-1972 sent a letter to the President of their 
Union giving out that as Shri Jaswant Singh, complainant 
had left without permission and without giving his proper 
address, action had been taken as per certified standing 
orders, that the factual position was that the respondent had 
removed him from Government service with effect from 
17-6-1972 and had not issued any direction to him to re- 
sume duty at his home address or otherwise, and that this 
action of the respondent was unlawful and unjustified hav- 
ing been taken without obtaining prior approval of the 
Tribunal when Reference No. 2/C of 1971 was pending, 
and that there had been contravention of the provisions of 
section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

3. In the reply filed by the respondent to the complaint 
the following preliminary objections were taken, and on 
merits it was maintained that the services of Shri Jaswant 
Singh had not been terminated on 24-8-1971. It was, 
however not denied that the orders of termination of his 
services had been withdrawn vide letter dated 27-9-1971, 
thus implementing the directions given in the award of the 
Tribunal, and in compliance thereto they had sent a letter 
to the complainant at his home address, who had left 
his headquarters without permission, that the letter came 
back as undelivered, that the complainant after a lapse of 
9 months i.e. 17-6-1972, reported for duty and he could 
not be awaited for an indefinite period, and that since he 
had left his headquarters without submitting an application/ 
ennission, the provisions of clause 14 of the certified 
tanding orders for factory staff were attracted, 

that the complainant had not informed about his having 
received orders to join the training centre as reservists, 

that the allegations of the complainant were without subs- 
tance and frivolous, and that there had been no contraven- 
tion of the provisions of section 33A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

Preliminary objections 

That the complainant, Shri Jaswant Singh had filed the 
instant complaint for implementation of the award already 
given by the Tribunal, which is not maintainable, since 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 does' not empower the 
Tribunal initiate execution proceedings, that the complainant 
had not thus chosen the appropriate forum for getting his 
grievances redressed, and that the complaint was most fri- 
volous, being without jurisdiction and not maintainable. 


4. No rejoinder was put in by the complainant, and the 
following issues were framed: — 

Preliminary issue 

Whether this Tribunal is not competent to adjudicate 
upon the dispute forming subject matter of com- 
plaint for the reason as stated by the Executive 
Engineer that this Tribunal does not have power 
to initiate execution proceedings with the object 
of implementing the award already given bv this 
Tribunal? 

On merits 

1. Whether there has been any contravention of the 

provisions of section 33-A of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 as alleged by the complainant for 
the reason that the respondent is said to have 
inflicted punishment by removing complainant from 
service without obtaining approval of the Tribunal 
while reference No. 2/C of 1971 was pending? 

2. Whether as prayed for by the applicant Executive 

Engineer approval be given to the action taken by 
him in removing Shri Jaswant Singh, driver from 
service during the pendency of reference No. 2/C 
of 1972? 

All these issues <*m be conveniently dealt with together. 

The parlies were afforded with an opportunity to lead 
evidence and 

Shri Jaswant Singh, complainant, appeared as a witness 
himself and so also examined Shri Mohinder Singh, his 
authorised representative and 

the respondent examined Shri Rattan Lai, their autho- 
rised representative as a witness. 

5. It is common ground between the parties that reference 
No. 2/C of 1971 was pending before this Tribunal since 
4-3-1971, and that services of Shri Jaswant Singh had been 
terminated during the pendency of that reference, and on 
a complaint having been filed by Shri Jaswant Singh, the 
respondent put in a reply agreeing to withdraw the im- 
pugned orders' and the Tribunal gave an award that keep- 
ing in view the reply filed by the respondent Shri Jaswant 
Singh was to be deemed to bo in service of the respondent 
from the date of orders of termination of his services i.e, 
from 24-8-1971, and was also entitled to payment of wages 
due to him from the aforesaid date. 

The respondent management, in the reply filed to the 
complaint, claimed that they had implemented the direc- 
tions given in the award by this Tribunal fully by sending 
a letter at Shri Jaswant Singh's home address which came 
back undelivered and that since Shri Jaswant Singh had left 
his headquarters without permission of the concerned autho- 
rity and he had reported for duty after a lapse of nearly 
nine months, he could not be awaited for an indefinite 
period. 

The complainant has, on the Other hand, alleged that 
no such letter was sent to him or received by him, even 
though his home address had been mentioned in his service 
book which was in possession of the respondent, and that 
he had also given his address in his representation addressed 
to the Superintending Engineer against the wrongful ter- 
mination of his serivees as was to be found from copy of 
letter, C/1. 

He also claims that he had shown orders of the Army 
authorities, attested copy of which is Ext, C/2, requiring 
him to report for training as reservist and that he had been 
asked to show the above stated letter to the Executive En- 
gineer, who had ordered that he be treated as under sus- 
pension from the date he had reported for duty before him, 
and that on 6-9-1972 his services had been again termi- 
nated by the respondent Executive Engineer, without paying 
one month’s WHges as notice period wages, and without 
securing prior approval from this Tribunal, even though 
reference No. 2/C of 1971 was pending at that time. 

He has also maintained that he had made a complaint 
to his union about his not being allowed lo join duty 
after he reported for duty when ho returned after obtain- 
ing training as a reservist. 
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The statement made by Shri Moliinder Singh lends sup- 
port to this version that after Shri J as want Singh had been 
culled as n reservist by the Army authorities as was evident 
from C/2, the respondent had chosen to take action against 
Shri Juswanl Singh on 26-6-1972 under the certified stand- 
ing orders, on the alleged plea that Shri Jaswnnt Singh 
had left without giving his proper address. 

6. The most important issue that has to be considered 
is whether as claimed by the respondent, they had in pur- 
suance of the direction given in the award by this Tribunal, 
on the first complaint filed by Shri Jaswant Singh, any letter 
had been sent by the respondent to Shri Jaswant Singh 
asking him to report for duty. The respondent no doubt 
claims that he had sent a letter on 27-9-1971 which had 
been received back as undelivered. But it is pertinent to 
mention that had such letter been received back undelivered, 
the respondent would have placed it on the record and 
since no such letter has been produced, it goes to show 
that no letter had in fact been sent to the complainant 
asking him to resume duty. 

Apart from this, the only witness who has appeared on be- 
half of the respondent, Shri Rattan Lai, has not stated any- 
thing in this behalf in order to support the version given 
in the reply to the complaint that a letter had been sent 
to Shri Jaswant Singh, and that it had been received back 
undelivered. 

It is true that Shri Rattan Lai claims that Shri Jaswant 
Singh had not left any address with the respondent or the 
Personnel Officer when he went for military training, but 
the fact remains that Shri Jaswant Singh’s home address 
as well as of every employee is expected to be found 
in service book. Not only this Shri Jaswant Singh has 
alleged that besides his home address being with the res- 
pondent in the service book, he had also given his address 
in the representation that he had filed against the orders 
passed in respect of termination of his services. It is thus 
abundantly clear that the respondents had the address of 
Shri Jaswant Singh but for reasons best known to them 
they did not core to inform him or direct him to join duty 
in pursuance of the award given in the earlier complaint 
filed by Shri Jaswant Singh. 

Even if all this were to be ignored, it may be stated 
that, it has not been denied by the respondent that at 

the time when order, Ext. C/4 was passed reference No. 
2/C of 1971 was pending, and no permission was taken 
by the respondent before taking the impugned action against 
the complainant which on the face of it was in contraven- 
tion of provisions of section 33A of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, as had been the case when the services 

of Shri Jaswant Singh, complainant had been terminated 
earlier on i.e, 24-8-1971. Needless to and that if such an 
action were to be condoned, it would tantamount to com- 
pletely disregarding the earlier award and implementation 
of the directions given therein and it would hardly be 
consistent with the provisions of law or fair play or 
justice. 

The respondent’s authorised representative Shri Rattan 
Lai has urged that since an enquiry had been held against 
Shri Jaswant Singh ns was evident from various documents 
placed on record in that behalf and that on its basis action 

had been taken i.e, as per findings of Enquiry officer; 

merely because another view could be taken the findings 
of Enquiry officers could not be brushed aside unless the 
findings of the Enquiry Officer were perverse or enquiry 
that was held was not shown to have been fair and proper 
or there had been discrimination, victimisation or violation 
of principles of natural justice, and that this Tribunal could 
not take a different view from the one taken. However, 
this argument is without substance as enquiry which was 
held relates to first order of termination on basis of which 
services of Shri Jaswant Singh had been terminated on 
24-8-1971 and which order was found to be in contraven- 
tion with the provisions of sections 33A and 33121 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and there was no material 
relating to any other enquiry on the record or any other 
such proceedings that may have been taken against Shri 
Jaswant Singh before the order, Ext. C/4, was passed on 
22-6-1972. 

It has also been maintained by the respondent’s witness, 
Shri Rattan Lai, that Shri Jaswant Singh had not informed 


the respondent about his having been called by Army autho- 
rities to join training as a reservist, though Shri Jaswant 
Singh claims to the contrary. In any case he having been 
enrolled as a reservist, a duty was cast upon him to report 
for training and since by that time, the directions given 
in the award on the first complaint had not been imple- 
mented, (he respondent could not otherwise also justifiably 
expect of him to have informed him about his having been 
required to join as a reservist. The alleged failure on part 
of Shri Jaswant. Singh to inform the respondent about his 
having received a letter by him calling upon him to join as a 
reservist, would under the circumstances explained above 
would not make any material difference. 

In this way the respondent has more or less tried to 
circumvent the directions given in the award on the first 
complaint filed by Shri Jaswant Singh, and since the res- 
pondent has not obtain prior permission for taking the im- 
pugned action during the pendency of Reference No. 2/C 
of 1971, it is held that there has been contravention of the 
provisions of section 33A and 33(2) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, 

P, P. R. SAWHNY, Presiding Officer, 


New Delhi, the 30th January, 1973 

S.O. 384. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Chandigarh in the industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the State Bank of Patiala and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 25th January, 1973. 

[No. L. 12012/94/7J /LRJH1 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy, 

BEFORE SHRI P. P. R. SAWHNY, B.A. (HONS) CANTAB 
BAR-AT-LAW. PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRAL INDUS- 
TRIAL. CHANDIGARH 

Reference No, 2/C of 1972 
BETWEEN 

the workmen and the management of State Bank of Patiala. 
Appearance : 

Shri Tek Chand Sharma — for the workmen. 

Shri N. K. Kaiishal— for the respondent Bank. 

AWARD 

An industrial dispute having arisen between the workmen 
and the management of the State Bank of Patiala, regarding 
the matter specified below, the Government of India referred 
the same to this Tribunal for adjudication-vidc Ministry of 
Labour & Employment and Rehabilitation, Departments (De- 
partments of Labour & Employment) Notification No. L. 
12012/94/71/LR HI, dated 22nd January, 1972 : — 

Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of Patiala in terminating the services of Shri Mohinder 
Singh, Armed Guard at their Doraha Branch with effect 
from the 8th May, 1968 is justified ? If not, to what 
relief is he entitled ? 

2. Usual notices were issued to the parties, and in res- 
ponse to the same the workmen submitted statement of 
claim and the respondent Bank written statement. There- 
after the workmen filed replication. 

3. Tt has been stated in the statement of claim by fihri 
Mohinder Singh that he was employed as an armed guard 
with the respondent Bank at DorahH, that despite the en- 
quiry Officer having reported (while giving benefit of doubt) 
that the main charge relating to his (Shri Mohinder Singh’s) 
having fired a shot at Shri Tehla Singh from the respondent 
Bank's gun had not been proved, the respondent Bank had 
terminated his services on 8th May, 1968 in an arbitrary, 
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illegal and mala fide manner, and in violation of principles of 
natural justice ;pid Bipartite settlement, dated 1st October, 
1966 . 

He has further stated therein : 

that the punishing authority had gone beyond the findings 
of the enquiry officer in an arbitrary manner, 

that the punishing authority and the appellate authority 
had not passed speaking orders, and 

that he was entitled to be reinstated with continuity of 
service and payment in full of the back wages and other 
benefits. 

4. In the written statement the respondent bank raised 
the following two preliminary objections and on merits they 
have stated that it would be wrong to allege that the charges 
had not been proved on the material that was available 
on the enquiry file, that in any case, it was a case of 
discharge simplicitor, that the order of termination of ser- 
vices was bona fide, valid /and in consonance with the prin- 
ciples of natural justice and that it was open to the punish- 
ing authority to take a different view from that of the 
Enquiry Officer on basis of material and evidence that may 
have been adduced in the enquiry against a delinquent em- 

loycc if the conclusions arrived at on the facts recorded 
y the enquiry officer were found to be unsound and 
erroneous. 

5. Preliminary objections : 

( 1 ) that it is a case of discharge simplicitor which is 
legally permissible under tnc law and the provi- 
sions of Awards/Bipartite Settlement; and 

(2) that the concerned workman had forfeited the con- 
fidence of the management, and for that reason 
lie is not entitled to be reinstated in the service of 
the respondent Bank. 

6. In the replication the workman has generally challenged 
the correctness of the preliminary objections taken by the 
respondent bank and has denied that it was a case of dis- 
charge simplicitor and has reiterated that the termination 
of his services was mala fide and bad in law, as also various 
other submissions made by him in the statement of claim. 

7. It was not considered necessary to frame any prelimi- 
nary issue as the question that has to be decided as per the 
term of reference was whether the management was justified 
in terminating the services of the concerned workman and in 
that way the respondent bank would have an opportunity 
of establishing their view point viz that the case of the 
workmen was that of discharge simplicitor and not of ter- 
mination of services and it was on that account the term 
of reference was framed as the only issue. 

8. Only one witness has been examined by the respon- 
dent bank i.e. Shri Jaspal Singh, Staff Superintendent of the 
respondent bank at Patiala, who has placed on record docu- 
ments, Exts. B/l to B/19. 

The concerned workman has examined himself as a wit- 
ness as also his authorised representative, Shri Tek Chand 
Sharxna. 

9. Two charges have been levelled against the concerned 
workman, Shri Mohindcr Singh, viz : — - 

(1) “Vou are allged to have fired the Bank’s gun on 
Shri Tchla Singh, Truck owner, Raikot at about 
9.30 P.M. on the 27th July, 1966 while you were 

osted at Raikot Branch as Armed Guard. You 
ave thus committed an offence involving moral 
turpitude under clause 19.2 of the Bipartite settle- 
ment. Further this act on your part is prejudicial 
to the interests of the Bank in terms of clause 
19.5(j) of the Bipartite settlement.” 

(2) “You are alleged to have refused to accept the 
orders of your transfer to Gobindgarh branch on 
the 22nd August, 1966 from the Manager, Raikot 
Branch. Again when the orders were sent to you 
at your residence for delivery to you on the 24th 


August, 1966 through Shri Balinder Singh, Clerk- 
cn/n-typist, Raikot Branch who was accompanied 
by Shri Bhan Singh, Armed Guard of that office, 
you refused to take delivery of the letter. Your 
refusal to take the delivery of transfer orders 
amounts to gross misconduct as contemplated in 
terms of clause 19.1(e) of the Bipartite Settle- 
ment. 

10, From the Enquiry Officer’s report, Ext. B/6, it is to 
be found that so far as charge No. 1 is concerned, the 
enquiry officer has given benefit of doubt to him and he did 
not hold him guilty of the charge. 

In, so far as the other charge is concerned, the enquiry 
officer has found that allegation No. (i) had not been 
proved, and allegation No. (ii) was proved to the extent 
of putting off receipt of letter of his transfer on 24th August, 
1966. 

It may also be mentioned in passing that the case was 
registered with the police against Shri Mohinder Singh on 
the same allegations that he had fired a shot with his gun 
on Shri Tehla Singh, and as per judgment, copy Ext. B/18, 
he was given benefit of doubi and acquitted. 

The concerned workman was in that way not held res- 
onsible for having fired a shot at Shri Tchla Singh neither 
y the enquiry officer nor by the court. 

1 1 , In support of their case the prosecution produced 
Sarv Shri Waryam Singh; Karnail Singh, eye witnesses, and 
Tehla Singh the injured person before the court and the 
observations made in appeal by the Learned Sessions Judge 
reproduced below are very important ; — 

According to the prosecution story, Tehla Singh 
was caused injuries by Baldev Singh and Mohinder 
Singh and he was rescured by Waryam Singh and 
Karnail Singh and this occurrance had taken place 
in front of the shop of Bagu. Bagu has not been 
produced nor cited as witness while Waryam Singh 
and Karnail Singh did not support the version of 
the prosecution. Thus we are left only with the 
statement of Tehla Singh complainant. His state- 
ment docs not inspire confidence. He has stated 
that Mohinder Singh had fired at him a shot with 
his shot gun. This seems to have been disbelieved 
by the Investigating Officer. Otherwise a case 
under section 307 I.P.C. should have been registered 
against Mohinder Singh. It is not safe to rely on 
the statement of Tehla Singh, who is not proved 
to be a wholly reliable witness. I accordingly 
accept this appeal, set aside the conviction ot the 
appellants and giving them benefit of doubt acquit 
them.” 

After the acquittal of Shri Mohinder Singh, Supdt, Staff 
Department submitted note Ext. R/3, dated 23rd June, 1967 
to the General Manager, that in terms of sub para (d) of 
paragraph 19.3 of the Bipartite Settlement, since Shri 
Mohinder Singh had applied for re-consideration of his case 
of termination of services, they proposed to conduct a de- 
partmental enquiry in terms of provisions of clauses 19.11 
and 10.12, even if Shri Mohindcr Singh had been acquitted 
by having been given benefit of doubt, yet in view of the 
acts attributed to him which amounted to gross misconducty 
he was liable to be punished under the rules. 

12, The respondent Bank has only produced Shri Tehla 
Singh, as a witness in respect of the alleged incident of Shri 
Mohinder Singh having fired a shot at him before the en- 
quiry officer and his solitary statement has not been relied 
upon by the enquiry officer and he too has given Cogent 
reasons for not relying upon the statement made by Shri 
Tehla Singh, 

It may also be mentioned that from the statement, Ext. 
R/5, made by Shri Tehla Singh before the enquiry officer 
it is to be found that there were some guests at his house 
who had come from Jagraon, but none of these persons 
has been named by him or examined as witnesses before the 
enquiry officer by the respondent bank, and instead Sarvshri 
Waryam Singh and Karnail Singh had been produced as eye 
witness, but they too did not support the prosecution ver- 
sion, and the learned Sessions Judge while disposing of the 
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appeal found that Shri Tehla Singh was an unreliable wit- 
ness. 

It is also pertinent to mention that Shri Tehla Singh had 
stated before the enquiry officer that he had not seen Shri 
Mohinder Singh firing a shot at him and that after the 
sound of the shot he had found that it had hit the wall, and 
he also stated before the enquiry officer that he did not 
see the gun and could not say whether that was Bank’s gun 
or some one elso’8. 

It is also to be found from the statement of Shri F. C. 
Sofat made before the enquiry officer that on the alleged 
day of occurrence, the duty of Shri Mohinder Singh was 
from 10.00 A.M. to 6.00 P.M. and that the bank’s gun 
was placed in the almirah at 5.00 or 6,00 P.M., and its key 
hud been taken by him, and that Shri Gurdlal Singh, armed 
guard, whose duty was to start at 10.00 P,M. had come to 
him at 9.30 P.M. at his house and taken away the key and 
that he had no knowledge about the occurrance as he was 
not present at that time. 

In this behalf the enquiry officer has stated that Shri 
Gurdial Singh has not been produced who could have ex- 
laincd how bank's gun came to the hands of Shri Mohinder 
ingh with which ho was alleged to have fired a shot. 

Stress has been laid by the respondent bank on letter. Ext. 
R/20 dated 2nd August, 1966, sent by Shri Mohinder Singh 
to the General Manager of the respondent bank, wherein 
Shri Mohinder Singh said to have admitted firing a shot 
from the Bank's gun for his own safety as well as for the 
safety of the bank. This letter was, however, not produced 
before the enquiry officer, and Shri Mohinder Singh was not 
confronted with its contents at any stage. 

Apart from this, a mere perusal of this letter goes to show 
that it does not specifically relate to alleged occurrance on 
27th July, 1966 inasmuch as it has been worded in such 
a vague manner that it may be taken to relate to some 
other occurrance of 1966. Even if, that be not so, it is a 
matter of common knowledge that a document as a whole 
has to bo taken into consideration, and bits from here 
and there cannot be picked out for the benefit of a party 
and it has to be read and taken as a whole and not piece- 
meal. Accordingly if firing of a shot by Shri Mohinder 
Singh be claimed to have been admitted by him his other 
part of the statement has to be taken as correct that ho 
did so for his own safety and for the safety of the bank 
as stated by him and dubbing him with misconduct under 
such circumstances would not be justified. 

Besides this letter is in English and Shri Mohinder Singh's 
signatures appear in Punjabi, presumably because he does 
not know English and he may not have been made aware 
of the contents of this letter more so when its suite has 
not been examined as a witness. 

In this behalf Shri Mohinder Singh has stated that signa- 
tures appear to be his. But as has been mentioned earlier 
on, he has not been confronted with the contents of this 
letter, when he appeared as a witness before this Tribunal 
or during the enquiry and he has at no stage certified to 
the correctness of the contents of this letter which was pro- 
duced by the respondent bank at a very late stage. As such 
this Jotter has hardly any evidentiary value and does not go 
to establish that there was an admission on the part of 
Shri Mohinder Singh who has all along denied his having 
fired a shot with the bank’s gun before the enquiry officer 
and in his reply to the charge-sheet and to the show cause 
notice. 

It is not quite understandable on what basis the respon- 
dent had chosen to take action in terminating services of 
Shri Mohinder Singh as the main charge against him was 
not found to have been proved both by the enquiry officer 
and the court. 

13, It has been urged on behalf of the respondent Bank 
that it is open to the punishing authority to ditlci from 
the findings on the material placed before the enquiry 
officer, while relying upon 1969-II-L.L,.I,-743(S.C.); AIR- 
1972-S.C.-21 and A.1.R.-1972-S.C.-2182 and A.I.R.-1964- 
S.C.-364. 


The workman has relied upon A.I.R. Calcutta-179, where- 
findings of the enquiry officer or an enquiry committee if 
the material placed before the enquiry officer warrants such 
a conclusion, but all the same the employer has to record 
brief reasons for dis-agreeing with the findings of the enquiry 
officer which has not been done in the instant case. In 
A.I.R. -1972-S.C.-2182 it has been held that findings of an 
Enquiry Officer cannot be characterised as perverse by a 
Labour Court unless it is shown that the finding is opposed 
to the whole body of evidence produced. In an enquiry 
once a conclusion is deduced from the evidence it is not 
possible to assail it even though it is possible for some 
other authority to arrive at a different conclusion. In an- 
other citation A.I.R. -1964-S.C, -364, relied upon by the res- 
pondent bank, it has been stated that the employer /Govern- 
ment could take different view than the enquiry officer, if 
the findings of the enquiry officer were unsound or erroneous, 
but there is no clear cut finding by the Respondent Bank in 
the instant case. 

The workmen have relied upon A.I.R. Calcutta-179, where- 
in it has been held that failure to state expressly that the 
punishing authority differed from the findings of the enquiry 
officer would not be justified. 

Keeping in view observations made in various authorities 
referred to by the parties it is necessary to refer to the 
relevant order passed by the punishing authority. Ext. R/12, 
and also to the order passed in appeal Ext. A/19. Their 
perusal shows that no reason whatsoever, has been given by 
either authority as justifying their coming to a different 
finding from the one given by the enquiry officer and all 
that these orders say is that since the charge against Shri 
Mohinder Singh was serious, his services should be terminat- 
ed, on payment of three months’ pay and allowances in lieu 
of notice in terms of clause 19.3(C) of the Bipartite settle- 
ment. 

In the absence of any reason, what to say of cogent reasons, 
having been given by the punishing or the appellate authority 
for coming to a different finding than that of the enquiry 
officer, it is to be taken that neither of the jiuthorities was 
justified in dis-agreeing with the findings given by the enquiry 
officer and coming to a different conclusion without there 
being any material to support such a finding as much as 
charge No. 1 relating to Shri Mohinder Singh having fired 
a shot at Shri Tehla Singh with the Bank’s gun clearly is not 
shown to have been proved. 

14. The second charge consists of two part. In regard to 
art (i) of the 2nd charge the enquiry officer has again given 
enefit of doubt to Shri Mohinder Singh and stated that it 
had not been proved that Shri Mohinder Singh had refused 
to take delivery of the letter w'hich was said to relate to his 
transfer. 

The enquiry officer has observed in this connection in his 
report, Ext. R/6, that this charge was totally unproved as 
even the Manager had nowhere stated that Shri Mohinder 
Singh refused to receive his transfer orders in August, 1966. 

The only other charge that is part (ii) of charge No. 2, 
relates to Shri Mohinder Singh not having received orders 
sent to him at his residence through Sarvshri Balinder Singh 
and Bhan Singh, who have been examined as witnesses be- 
fore the enquiry officer. In this respect the findings of the 
enquiry officer are that the charge was proved to the extent 
that he put off the employees from receiving the letter/ 
transfer order when that was sent to him at his house on 
24th August, 1966, 

However the statements made by Sarvashri Balinder Singh 
and Bhan Singh, do not go to show that Shri Mohinder Singh 
was told that the orders that were sought to be delivered to 
him related to his transfer, in as much as the letter was said 
to be sealed, and they did not know its contents, and Shri 
Mohinder Singh who was lying on a charpai being ill, had 
told then that he would come to the office and receive it. 
Even if this version of the witnesses produced by the bank 
before the enquiry officer were to be taken as correct, there 
is no such material which might justify the respondent bank 
for taking the view that it amounted to gross misconduct on 
the part of Shri Mohinder Singh. 

It has been urged on behalf of the workman, while rely- 
ing upon 1968-1I-L.L.J.-625 that an open mind should be kept 
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held on the assumption that he was guilty of the charges 
with regard to the charges levelled until the charges are prov- 
ed, and that an enquiry, us in the instant case, had been 
and liable to a particular punishment ; such an enquiry is in 
violation of the principles of natural justice. 

It is unnecessary to go into detail in respect of this aspect 
of the matter as the enquiry officer has exhonerated Shri 
Mohinder Singh of the serious charge against him, and has 
only found that he had put off Sarvashri Balinder Singh and 
Bhan Singh when they had gone to deliver a letter to him 
and they have not indicated us to what the contents of that 
letter were. 

It has been maintained on behalf of the respondent bank, 
w'hilc relying upon A.I.R.-S.C.-136. that it was open to them 
in case of gross misconduct to discharge their employee with 
or without notice or payment of three months’ wages etc. 
when the evidence was found sufficient to establish the 
charge and when the bank does not for some reasons think 
it expedient to retain such a person any longer in service. 

No doubt the Bank is competent to take action mentioned 
in the aforesnid citation, but there has to be sufficient mate- 
rial to sustain the charge and the employee’s services cannot 
be dispensed within an arbitrary manner. 

According to 1960-Service Law Rcportcr-494 payment ot 
pay and allowances is a condition precedent to the termina- 
tion of services, and in the instant case the Punishing autho- 
rity and the appellate authority had ordered that Shri Mohin- 
der Singh should be paid three month’s pay and allowances 
as wages for the notice period, but no evidence has been 
led to show that such a payment was made. 

The workmen has relied upon a large number of 
citations to show that it was upon the appellate au- 
thority to provide him with opportunity of personal hearing 
which had been denied to him. In a case of termination of 
services under the Indian Customs Act it has been Inter alia 
held i.e. in 1957-A.I.R.-S.C.-148 that it wus not necessary that 
personal hearing be given at every stage. 

One of the. pleas taken by the respondent Bank is that 
since this was a case of discharge simplicitor which was per- 
missible under law i.e. under various awards and Bipartite 
settlement and that they were justified and competent to get 
rid of services of Shri Mohinder Singh, armed guard this 
Tribunal had no jurisdiction as held in 1969-11-LLJ.-799 
Supreme Court. 

It is unnecessary to go into this question in detail as it has 
already been found that the respondent Bank had differed 
from the findings of thfc enquiry officer without giving any 
reasons whatsoever and that those orders were not sustain- 
able in the eyes of law. 

In this connection it may however he stated that in the 
show cause notice and in the orders passed by the punish- 
ing authority and the appellate authority the words “Services 
of Shri Mohinder Singh are terminated” appear. The respon- 
dent Bank has all the same maintained that it was not a case 
of termination of services but that of discharge simplicitor. 

Another pica that has been taken by them is that should 
il be found that the termination of services of Shri Mohinder 
Singh was justified he may be awarded compensation as Shri 
Mohinder Singh had forfeited their confidence and that he 
was not entitled to reinstatement. 

15. A plea has also been taken by the workman that the 
order of the appellate authority was not a seeking order, It 
is, hardly necessary to go into this question at it has already 
been found that neither the order of the punishing authority 
nor that of the appellate authority was, justified inasmuch 
as they had not given any reasons for coming to a different 
finding from the one given by the. enquiry officer. It may 
be added that order Ext. R/12 of the punishing authority 
is not even shown to have been served upon Shri Mohinder 
Singh. 

Having regard to the observations made above it is held 
that there was no justification for the respondent Bank to 
have terminated the services of Shri Mohinder Singh with 
effect from 8th May, 1968. 

42 Ct of 1/72—6. 


The only question that arises for consideration is whether 
Shri Mohinder Singh should be ordered to be reinstated from 
the date his services were terminated or be allowed compen- 
sation instead. Since the respondent bank have maintained 
that he had lost their confidence and they have in this behalf 
relied upon A.I.R. 1954-S.C.-506 and the statements made by 
Shri Mohinder Singh, Ext. R/20 and R/21 which go to show 
the past record and conduct. 

The respondent bank has also relied upon A.I.R. -1971- 
S.C.-2414 and 1972-S.C.-1975 for the proposition that w'here 
an employee was discharging duties of an office of trust and 
his sendees arc terminated on the ground of loss of confidence, 
the Industrial Tribunal should not direct his reinstatement or 
direct that he should be employed in another job. 

The workmen has, on the other hand, relied upon 1957 
Andhra Pradesh-414, and maintained that neither in the 
charge sheet nor in the show cause notice or while passing 
orders the punishing authority or the appellate authority had 
given any indication that he had lost confidence of the Bank. 

It may be stated in this behalf that Shri Mohinder Singh 
was in the employment of the respondent Bank as an armed 
guard which post is no doubt an office of trust and involves 
security of the bank and since the respondent bank claims 
that they have lost confidence in him, it would not be expe- 
dient to order his reinstatement. Accordingly while keeping 
in view the observations made by their Lordships in A.I.R.- 
1972-S.C.-197J and the fact that the termination of services 
of Shri Mohinder Singh has not been shown to be justified 
by the respondent Bank, an award is given that Shri Mohin- 
der Singh, in the peculiar circumstances of the case, should 
not be reinstated, but that he should be compensated and 
that he is entitled to be paid pay and allowances admissible 
to him from the date of passing of the impugned order till 
the date this award is published. 

No order as to costs. 

P. P. R. SAWHNY, Presiding Officer. 


New Delhi, the 30th January, 1973 
lS.O. 385. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute bet- 
ween the employers in relation to the management of Bankola 
Colliery of Messrs Burrakur Coal Company Limited, Post 
Office Ukhra, District Burdwan and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 24th Janu- 
ary, 1973. 

[No. L.-l 9012/3 ,'72-LRll] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Sccy. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. 

CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 25 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Bankola 
Colliery of Messrs. Burrakur Coal Company Limi- 
ted. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 
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Present : 

Sri S. N, Bagchi — Presiding Officer, 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers — Sri M, K. Mukherjec, 
Advocate, 

On behalf of Workmen— Sri B. S. Azad, General Secre- 
tary, Khan Shramik Congress. 

State: West Bengal 

Industry: Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. I./19012/3/72-LRII, dated the 18th April, 
1972, the Government of India, in the Ministry of Laboui 
and Rehabilitation, Department of l abour and Employment, 
referred the following industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Bankola Colliery 
of Messrs Burrakur Coal Company Limited and their work- 
men, to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: — 

“Whether the action of the management of Bankola 
Colliery- of Messrs Burrakur Coal Company Limited, 
Post Office Ukhra, District Burdwan, in suspend- 
ing Shri Parsuram Sharma, Chaprast, with effect 
from the 11th October, 1971 to the 21st October, 
1971 is justified? If not, to what relief is the work- 
man entitled?’’ 

2. The management in this proceeding raised a question 
regarding the jurisdiction of this tribunal to entertain the 
dispute on the ground that the union representing the work- 
man had not approached the management with the charter 
of demand before taking the demand to the conciliatory au- 
thority. At the hearing the management does not press this 
point regarding the jurisdiction of this tribunal as raised in 
paragraph 3 of the statement of case filed by the manage- 
ment. 

3, The parties then filed a petition of compromise relat- 
ing to the dispute. The management and the workman has 
been properly represented in this proceeding. Heard the Se- 
cretary of the Union representing the workman and the learn- 
ed Advocate representing the management. The terms of the 
compromise arc fair, just and equitable and also beneficial 
to the interest of the workman. So, 1 record the compromise, 
and as prayed for, render an award in terms of the compro- 
mise petition which shall form part of the award. 

Dated. January 12, 1973. 

S. N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, CALCUTTA. 

Reference No. 25 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Bankola 
Oollierv. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


2. That the above terms are just, reasonable and fair. 

In the circumstances the parties pray that the Hon’ble Tri- 
bunal may be pleased to pass an Award in terms of the 
above compromise treating this petition as a part of the 
Award. 

And as in duty bound, the parties shall ever pray. 

Representing Employers 

S. K, SINGH, Superintendent (R), 

The Burrakur Coal Co. Ltd., 

Bankola Colliery, 

P. O. Ukhra. Dt. Burdwan, 

Representing Workmen, 
B. S. AZAD, Genera] Secy. 
Khan Shramik Congress 
P.O. Ukhra 
Distt Burdwan. 
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The humble joint petition of the parties above-named most ^ ew Oclhi, the L;t January, 1973 

respectfully sheweth: — 

ORDER 


1. That without prejudice to (heir respective contentions, 
the parties have amicably settled their dispute, which form 
the subject matter of instant reference on the following 
terms;— 

(a) That Shri Parsuram Sharma shall be paid as an e.r- 
gratia payment a sum equal to Lay Off Compen- 
sation with effect from 11th October ’71 to 21sl 
October '71. 

(b) That (lie days of suspension from 11-10-71 to 
21-10-71 shall be treated as attendance for the pur- 
poses of qualification of bonus and annual leave. 

(c) That the parties shall bear their own costs of the 
reference. 


S.O. 386.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers In 
relation to the Canara Bank and their workmen in respect of 
the mutter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And. whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

th .? re / 0r f’ in e , x j\ rcis ? of the P° we ^ conferred by sec- 
tion 7A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947') the 

S' ntr u- u Go ^ C .'“t r hcleb y constitutes an Industrial Tribunal 
°t 2' b| ch Thnu G. Gopinolh shall be the Presiding Officer 
with headquarters at Madras and refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the said Tribunal, 
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SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Canara Bank 
in not allowing their employees to compete in the 
percentage posts reserved for direct recruitment to 
the Posts of Grade IV Officer without resigning is 
justified? If not, to what relief arc the workmen 
entitled?” 

[No. 24/26/70/LRIU] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 31st January, 1973 

S.O. 387. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Go- 
vernment Industrial Tribunal, No. 3, Dhanbad, in the in- 
dustrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company Ltd., 
Jamaaobu, Post Office Jenlgora, District Dhanbad and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 25th January, 1973. 

[No. 2/34/69-LRII.] 
[KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 


CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-Ct/M- 
LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 

Reference No. 12 of 1970 

Present : 

Shri B. S. Tripathi, Presiding Officer, 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of M/s, Tata 
Iron & Steel Co. Limited, Jamadoba, P. O. Jeelgora, Dist. 
Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen represented by Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 
Dhanbad. 

Appearances : 

For Employers — Shri S. S. Muklicrjcc, Advocate and Shri 
L. H. Parvatyar, Law Officer, Tata Iron & Steel Co. 
Ltd. 

For Workmen- — Shri S. Dasgupta, Secretary Colliery 
Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad. 

Industry: Coal. State: Bihar. 

Dhanbad, the 20th January, 1973 

AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. 2/34/69- 
LRII dated the 20th January, 1970 of the Central Govern- 
ment in the Ministry of Labour, Employment & Rehabilitation 
(Department ol Labour and Employment) under Section 
10(l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 in relation to 
an industrial dispute arising between the parties, mentioned 
above, with respect to matters specified in (he schedule of 
reference which is extracted below : — 

SCHEDULE 

“I. Whether the demand of the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 
Dhanbad, for 23 per cent increase in the existing 
rate of commission of the Miners' Sirdars detailed 
below employed in the Collieries of M/s. Tata Iron 
and Steel Co. Ltd., in terms of the recommendations 
of the Coal Wage Board, is justified ? If so, to 
what relief are they entitled ? 


II. Whether the demand of the Miners’ Sirdars referred 
to above for profit sharing bonus, sick leave, gra- 
tuity on retirement as per Tata Iron & Steel Com- 
pany Rules, train fare and quarters is justified ? if 
so, to what relief are they entitled 7 


S.No, 

Name of the 
Colliery 

Name of the Miners’ Sirders 

1 . 

Digwadih Colliery 

Shri Jai Ram Mahal o 

2. 

-Do- 

Shri Sona Ram Mahato 

3. 

-Do- 

Shri Ram Kishan 

4. 

-Do- 

Shri Jaiil Khan 

5. 

-Do- 

Shri Sitaram Sharma 

6. 

-Do- 

Shri M. Tiwari 

7. 

-Do- 

Shri Thato Manjhi 

8. 

-Do- 

Shri Manininddin 

9. 

-Do- 

Shri Daso Mahato 

10. 

Siju Colliery 

Shri Imanman Mia 

11. 

-Do- 

Shri Bashir Khan 

12. 

-Do- 

Shri Nadiya Ray 

13. 

-do- 

Shri Bhojoy Kalwar 

14. 

-Do- 

Shri Moti Thakur 

15. 

Do- 

Shri Basarat Mia 

16. 

-Do- 

Shri Bhutu Mia 

17. 

-Do- 

Shri Rameshwar Rajwar 

18. 

Jamadoba Colliery 

Shri Jan Mohammad 

19. 

-Do- 

Shri Ramcharan 

20. 

-Do- 

Shri Laljit Singh 

21. 

~Do- 

Shri Anant Singh 

22. 

-Do- 

Shri Sipati 

23. 

-Do- 

Shri Rambhajan 

24. 

Bhelatand Colliery 

Shri Rasul Mia 

25. 

-Do- 

Shri Gaftar Gopc 

26. 

6 & 7 Pits Colliery 

Shri Dhirajlal Pate) 

27. 

-Do- 

Shri Bibhuti Das 

28. 

-Do- 

Shri Jabbar 

29. 

-Do- 

Shri Kokhi Turi 

30. 

-Do- 

Shri Sibcharan 

31. 

-Do- 

Shri Mihir Gorai 

32. 

Malkcra Colliery 

Shri Md. Shafi 

33. 

-Do- 

Shri Sita Ram Hazam 

34. 

-Do- 

Shri Boren Hazam 

35, 

-Do- 

Shri Nihut Kormi 

36. 

-Do- 

Shri Hakimuddin 

37. 

-Do- 

Shri Bhagat Singh 

38. 

-Do- 

Shri Merai Mia 

39. 

-Do- 

Shri Rozan Mia 

40. 

-Do- 

Shri Chailu Turi 

41. 

-Do- 

Shri Turi Kumhar 

42. 

-Do- 

Shri Bhudhan Roy 

43. 

-Do- 

Shri Abdul Latif. 


2. The reference was received by this Tribunal on 30-1-70 
when it was registered as reference No. 12 of 1970. There- 
after the parties filed their respective written statements. A 
number of documents filed by the parties were also exhibited. 
In the meantime the parties settled the dispute amicably 
out of Court. They filed a compromise petition containing 
the terms of settlement and the petition was signed by the 
representatives of the parties. The representatives of both 
the parties verified the same before me and prayed for making 
award in terms of the settlement. 

3. 1 have carefully perused and considered the terms of 
settlement in the light of the reference and the cases of the 
parties and I find that the terms are quite fair, just and 
equitable. There is no reason as to why an award shall not 
be made in terms of the settlement and I make an award 
accordingly. The petition containing the terms of settlement 
shall form part of the award and is marked Annexure ‘A’ 
thereof. 

4. Let the award be submitted to the Central Government 
under Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 

B, S. TRIPATHI, Presiding Officer, 
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ANNEX URE ‘A’ 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER. CENTRAL 

GOVERNMENT'S INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL No, III, 
DHANBAD 

Reference No. 12 of 1970 

Employers in relation to the Digwadih Colliery of M/s. 
Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., Jamadoba. P. O. 
IAMADOBA, District Dhanbad. 

Vs 

Their Workmen 

That without prejudice to the respective contentions of tbe 
parties contained in their written statement, the dispute in the 
above reference has been amicably settled on the following 
terms : — 

(1) That S/Sri Bhojai Kalvvar, Moti Thakur and Ram 
Charan (Sr. No. 13, 14 and 19 respectively) are 
dead; Jairum (Sr. No. 1) has left the Colliery and 
is not Interested to return ; and Sri Rameshwar 
Rajvvar (Sr. No. 17) is a working Miners' Sirdar has 
been receiving the benefits covered by the Reference. 
The terms of settlement will, therefore, not apply to 
these above five persons. The Union gives up their 
claim in this Reference and it was agreed to deter- 
mine by mutual negotiation with the Union for 
payment of some ex '.-gratia amount. 

2. That to the remaining 38 non working Miners’ Sirdars 
mentioned in the schedule of the Reference, the 
Management has agreed to pay to each of them 
an increase of 23 per cent in their existing rate of 
commission as recommended by the Coal Wage 
Board with effect from Uth August, 1967, subject 
to the following provisions : — 

(a) That Ihose out of the above non-working Miners’ 

Sirdars who are of 60 years of age and above 
shall retire and they will be paid an ad-hoc amount 
equivalent to the gratuity payable to the Com- 
pany’s employees on the basis of total length 
of service subject to the maximum prescribed In 
the gratuity Rules of the Company, 

(b) That those out of the above non-working Miners' 

Sirdars who arc below the age of 60 years shall 
have to go under-ground every day, actively super- 
vise the work entrusted to them and will be sub- 
ject to discipline and Standing Orders followed 
at the Collieries of the Management for their 
employees from time to time. 

(c) That those out of the above non-working Miners* 

Sirdars who are below the age of 60 years may 
also opt for some other suitable alternative jobs 
provided by the Management. It is agreed that 
Management would provide necessary training If 
required for the alternative jobs. In that event 
such Sirdars shall have to accept the Category 
rate of the alternative job so provided. 

(d) That those of the non-working Miners' Sirdars who 

are below the age of 60 years and are prepared 
to take up the lobs as mentioned in Clauses (b) 
and (c) above will be subjected to a medical exami- 
nation to ascertain their fitness for underground 
work. In case they are declared unfit they shall 
retire and they will be paid an ad-hoc amount 
equivalent to tne gratuity payable to employees of 
of the Company. 

(c) That those of the non-working Miners' Sirdars 
who are below the age of 60 years and are not 
prepared to take up the job on condtions as men- 
tioned in Clauses (b) and (c) above shall have to 
retire and they will be paid an ad-hoc amount 
equivalent tothe gratuity payable to employees of 
the Company. 

(f) That, those non-working Miners’ Sirdars who decide 
to continue to work as per Clauses (b) and (c) 
above, will have also the option to retire before 
attaining the age of 60 years and they will also 
to be paid an ad-hoc amount equivalent to the 
gratuity payable to the employees of the Company. 


(g) That all non working Miners’ Sirdars who retire 
on attaining the age of 60 years or who opt to 
retire before attaining the age of 60 years before 
1st February, 1963, would bo paid in addition to 
the ad-hoc amount, equivalent to gratuity, an ad- 
hoc amount which will be equivalent to the Profit 
Sharing Bonus calculated from the period 1967 
to 1972, payable to a Company’s employee. 

(h) That non-working Miners’ Sirdars who will con- 
tinue to work as mentioned in Clauses (b) and (c) 

above, shall not be allowed to do any contract 
work, while in employment. 

(i) That all non-working Miners’ Sirdars who opt to 
work as per Clauses (b) and (c) abovo will be 

overned in the matter of Profit Sharing Bonus, 
ick leave, gratuity on retirement, as per rules 
of the Company, train fare and quarter as admis- 
sible to other employees of the Company from 
the date of this settlement. 

3. That the above terms of this settlement will be effective 
from 1st lanuary, 1973. 

4. That the parties will bear their own respective costs 
of this proceedings. 

5. That the above terms of settlement finally resolves the 
dispute in the present reference and there remains no sub- 
sisting dispute which need any further adjudication by the 
Honourable Tribunal. 

6. That the above terms of settlement are just and fair. 

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the above terms 
of this settlement may kindly be accepted and an 
award passed in terms thereof. 

for Workmen. for Employers. 

S. D. Gupta 
8-1-73. 

1. 3. S. Mukherjee, 
2. L. H. Parvatya 
Dated S-l-73 


New Delhi, the 3 1 si January, 1973 

S.O. 388. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 114 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Victory Colliery (G. L. Group) of Messrs Coal Products 
Private Limited, Post Office Gogla, District Burdwan and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 27th January, 1973. 

[No. L-19012/5/72-LRII ] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 26 of 1972 

Parlies : 

Employers in relation to the management of Victory 
Colliery (G. L. Group) of Messrs Coal Products 
Private Limited, 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Present s 

Sri S. N. Bagchi — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances t 

On behalf of Employers — Sri Monoj Kumar Mukhaerjec, 
Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen — Absent. 

State : West Bengal. 


Industry : Coal Mine. 
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AWARD 

By Order No. L/19012/5/72-LRII, dated 18lh April, 1972, 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour and Re- 
habilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, referred 
the following dispute existing between the employers in rela- 
tion to the management of Victory Colliery (G. L. Group) 
of Messrs Coal Products Private Limited and their workmen, 
to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 

‘'Whether the management of Victory Colliery (G. L. 
Group) of Messrs. Coal Products Private Limited, 
Post Oflice Gogla, District Burdwan, are justified in 
stopping Shri Marman Turi. Surface Trammer, from 
work with effect from the 29th June, 1971 ? If not, 
to what relief is the workman entitled ?" 

2. In this case the management filed its statement of case 
on 25-5-1972. One Robin Chattcrjee, General Secretary for 
and on behalf of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Rani- 
ganj, filed a memorandum wherein Robin Chattcrjee, who 
signed the memorandum has been authorised by Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha to represent the workmen in this proceeding. 
This so called letter of authorisation is neither fish nor flesn 
nor good red herring. Section 36(l)(a) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act and Rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules 
entitles a workman to get him represented by a registered 
trade union through one of its office bearer or members of 
the Executive provided he makes and subscribes a letter of 
authority in the form prescribed in favour of a registered 
trade union. That has not been done in this proceeding. The 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, P.O. Raniganj, Dist, Burdwan 
has been found by this Tribunal to be an unregistered trade 
union that had committed fraud upon the Statutes when its 
so called General Secretary purporting to represent the work- 
man member of lhat unregistered organisation passing by 
the name of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, District 
Burdwan, raised the dispute before the conciliatory authority 
in flagrant, violation of Section 36(1) of the I.D. Act read 
with Rule 36 form F of the Central Rules. The conciliatory 
authority took the so culled organisation us registered trade 
union but in Reference Case Nos. 95 and 103 of 1971 it has 
been definitely found that the so called trade union passing 
by the name of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, P.O. Rani- 
ganj, Dist. Burdwan is not a registered trade union according 
to law. Therefore, the act of the so called General Secre- 
tary of a unregistered trade union in raising the dispute 
before the conciliatory authority was a fraudulent action 
that vitiated the entire conciliation proceeding. There 
was no representation of the workman cither by a registered 
trade union authorised in that behalf by its workmen members 
to lay the charter of demand relating to the dispute before 
the authority of the management since the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan had never been a regis- 
tered trade union and the workmen could be members of a 
trade union passing by the name of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
which has never been a registered trade union. So, from 
the stage of laying the charter of demand before the manage- 
ment relating to the dispute under reference to the stage of 
conciliation proceeding, the workmen had not cither laid 
the charter of demand before the authority of the manage- 
ment or before the conciliatory authority nor the workmen 
through its lawful representative laid either the charter of 
demand before the authority of the management or bofore 
the conciliatory authority. 

3. Therefore, the dispute referred to for adjudication lost 
it:: character ns an industrial dispute within Section 2(k) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. On the date of hearing neither 
Robin Chattcrjee nor the workman turned up. Having regard 
to the factual and legal position discussed above, the dispute 
referred to for adjudication being not an industrial dispute 
under Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act, this tri- 
bunal has acquired no jurisdiction cither to entertain or to 
adjudicate upon the dispute. Hence the reference is rejected. 

This is my award. 

S. N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 


New Delhi, the 31st January, 1973 

S.O. 389. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute bet- 
ween the employers in relation to the management of Ghu- 
sick Colliery of Messrs Coal and Mineral Syndicate Private 
Limited, Post Office Kalipuhari, District Burdwan and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on ihe 27th January, 1973. 

[No. L-19012/156/71-LRTI] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 10 of 1977 

Parties : 

Employers in relation lo the management ot Ghusick 
Colliery of Messrs Coal and Mineral Syndicate Pri- 
vate Limited, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagehi — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers — Sri Bimalendu Dutta, Advocate, 
On behalf of Workmen — Absent. 

State : West Bengal. Industry : Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L/1912/156/71-LRI1, dated 14th February, 
1972, the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, 
referred the following dispute existing between the employers 
In relation to the management of Ghusick Colliery of Messrs 
Coal and Mineral Syndicate Private Limited and their work- 
men, to this tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 

“Whether the action of the management of Ghusick 
Colliery of Messrs Coal and Mineral Syndicate 
Private Limited, Post Office Kalipahari, District 
Burdwan in laying off of their workmen from the 
2nd September, 1971 to the 9th October, 1971 is 
legal and justified? If not, to what relief are the 
concerned workmen entitled?” 


2. The management submitted its statement of case on 
21-3-72. The Union, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, 
Dist. Burdwan that got the notice of the reference as well 
as the date of hearing did not either submit any statement of 
case nor appear on the date of hearing. The union. Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan, has been 
found in Reference Nos. 95 and 103 of 1971 to be an unre- 
gistered trade union. On the date of hearing the manage- 
ment appeared through its learned Advocate. Failure report 
clearly shows that the Vice-President of Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, CITU. raised the dispute before the conciliatory autho- 
rity posing himself to be an office bearei of a registered trade 
union when he was not so since the trade union named Col- 
liery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, P.O. Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan 
has never been a registered trade union according to law. 

3. Therefore, the Vice-President of the organisation who 
posed himself to be so of a registered trade union commit- 
ted fraud upon the Statutes and his fraud vitiated the entire 
conciliatory proceeding- Therefore, the dispute that was re- 
ferred to for adjudication ceased to be. an industrial dispute 
and the Central Government acquired no jurisdiction to refer 
the dispute on the basis of a failure n port that emanated 


Dated, January 19, 1972. 
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from a conciliation proceeding which was affected by the 
fraud committed by an organisation passing by the name of 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, P.O. Rantganj, Dist. Burd- 
wan and posing itself lo be a registered trade union when in 
fact and in law such organisation was not a registered trade 
union. Therefore, the dispute referred to for adjudication 
ceased to be an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act and this tribunal has acquired no 
jurisdiction to entertain or io adjudicate upon a dispute which 
is not an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act for the reasons as stated above. 

In the result, the reference is rejected 

This is my award. 


S, N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 

Dated, January 19, 1972. 

New Delhi, the 3 1st January, 1973 

S.O. 390. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Victory Colliery (M. J. Group) of Messrs Coal Products 
Private Limited, Post Office Nutandanga, District Burdwan 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central Gov- 
ernment on the 27tll January, 1973, 

[No. 1,-1 90 12/1 59/7 1-I.RII] 

KARNA1L SINGH, Under Secy, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. 

CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 15 of 1972 

Parties ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Vlctoiy 
Colliery (M. I. Group) of Messrs Coal Products 
Private Limited, 

AND 

Their Workmen 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagehi — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers— -Sri Monoj Kumar Mukherjee, 
Advocate. 

On behalf of workmen— Sri Sitnl Thakur, Concerned. 
Workman. 

State : West Bengal. Industry : Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L/I912/159/71-LRII. dated 6th March, 
1972, the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, 
referred the following dispute existing between the employers 
in relation to the management of Victory Colliery (M. 1. 
Group) of Messrs Coal Products Private Limited and their 
workmen, to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: — 

“Whether the action of the management of Victory Col- 
liery (M. J. Group), of Messrs Coal Products Pri- 
vate Limited, Post Office Nutandanga, District Burd- 
wan in terminating the services of Shri Sital Thakur, 
Munshi, with effect from the 14th May, 1971 is 
justified? If not, to what relief is the workman en- 
titled?” 

2. In this reference the workman concerned, purported lo 
have had been represented by Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, 
filed its statement of case through the General Secretary of 
that union. The management in paragraph 3 of the state 
ment of case asserted that no demand in respect of the dis- 
pute under reference having had been earlier raised by the 
union with the management the reference was tib Initio bad 
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in law. On 14-12-73 when the case was called on for hearing 
the workman filed a petition but not the union that purport- 
ed to espouse the cause of Ihe workman. In that petition 
the workman asked for an adjournment of Ihe case on the 
ground that there was likelihood of a compromise. On 
5-1-73 the date was fixed for filing of the compromise peti- 
tion. It was found on 5-1-73 when the management appear- 
ed through its learned advocate Mr. Mukherjee and Ihe work- 
man in person that the workman never authorised as requir- 
ed by Rule 36 Form E of the Central Rules any union to 
represent the workman in the case. The union that purport- 
ed to represent Ihe workman filed a letter of authority which 
is not acceptable being contrary to the terms of Section 36 
(l)(a) of the TndustiiaJ Disputes Act read with Rule 36 
Form F of the Central rules. For the union, one Sri Dincsh 
Singh appeared to conduct, the case. Jn Reference Nos, 95 
and' 103 of 1971 the union concerned has been found to be 
an un-repistered trade union. So, there is no letter of autho- 
rity which can be made and subscribed by the workman 
under the law authorising the union to represent the workman 
in this case when the union itself is an unregistered trade 
union. So, Sri Dinesh Singh whoever he may be, was not 
allowed to represent the workman in this proceeding. The 
workman was present in the Tribunal. He was asked to 
state whether before approaching the A.L.C.(C), Ranigail], 
he made any representation before t he management placing 
his demand before the authority of the management for re- 
dress of the same. He replied in the negative. The state- 
ment of case filed by the unregistered union purporting to 
represent the workman cannot be taken, any notice of in this 
proceeding. The workman never authorised any registered 
trade union to represent his case relating to the demand re- 
ferred to for adjudication before the authority of the man- 
agement. The management took a definite point in its state- 
ment of case wherein it was stated that no demand in res- 
pect of the dispute under reference having had been earlier 
raised by the espousing union with Ihe management the pre- 
sent refernec is ad initio bad in Inw. The statement was 
filed on 26th December, 1972. As the union that purport- 
ed to represent the workman was not a registered trade union 
and was never authorised by the workman to represent his 
case either before the authority of the management or bcfoie 
the conciliatory authority or before this tribunal in this pro- 
ceeding. the tribunal had to rely upon the statement of the 
workman made on oath before this tribunal. From the facts 
found, the dispute referred to for adjudication had not been 
laid either before the management or before the 
conciliatory authority by any registered trade union, 
of which the workman is a member, duly autho- 
rised by the workman in that behulf as required by Sec- 
tion 36(1) (a) of the Industrial Disputes Act read with Rule 
36 Form F of the Central Rules. So, the dispute referred 
to for adjudication is not an industrial dispute within the 
scope of Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act. There- 
fore, this tribunal has acquired no jurisdiction either to en- 
tertain oi tc adjudicate upon the dispute referred to for ad- 
judication which is not in fact and in lavv an industrial dis- 
pute, In the result, T reject the reference. 

This is my award. 

Dated, January 17, 1972. S. N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 


New Delhi, Ihe 2nd February, 1973 

S.O. 391. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Victory Colliery (M, J. Group) of Messrs. Coal Products 
Private Limited, Post Office Nutandanga, District Burdwan 
and (heir workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on Ihe 27tb January, 1973. 

[No. L-l 9012/47/72-LRIL] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 
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central government industrial tribunai 

AT CALCUTTA 
Reference No. 39 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation lo the management of Victory Col- 
liery (M. J. Group) of Messrs. Coal Products Private 
Limited. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagchi — Presiding Officer 

Appearance i 

On behalf of Employers— Sri Monoi Kumar Mukhcriee. 
Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen — Shri Dilin Ghosh. Concerned 
Workman. 

State : West Bengal- Industry : Coal Mine 

AWARD 

By Order No. 1,/ 1901 2/47 /72-l.RII, dated 22nd June, 1972, 
(he Government of India, m the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, refer- 
red the following dispute existing between the employers in 
relation to the pumiigemcnt of Victory Colliery (M. J. Group) 
of Messrs. Coal Products Private Limited and their workmen, 
to this tribunal, for adjudication, namely : 

"Whether the action of the management of Victory Colliery 
(M. J. Group) of Coal Products Private Limited, 
Post Office Nulandanga, District Burdwan, in termi- 
nating the services of Shri Dilip Ghosh Provident 
Fund Clerk by their letter No. VC/143/PSN/39/71 / 
280, dated the 14th May, 1971, is justified ? If not, to 
what relief is the workman entitled to and from 
which date ?” 

2. The notice of the reference was issued to the General 
Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, District 
Burdwan as well as to the management. It was received by 
the General Secretary of the union on 10-7-72. On 13-9-72 
the workman concerned filed a petition. He stated in para- 
graph 4 of the petition that whatever action had been taken 
by the union was approved by him, but further action would 
be taken by the workman personally, and that the workman 
would appear before the tribunal personally at the hearing. 
He prayed for condonation of delay in filing the written 
statement, He was asked to show' cause why disregarding the 
union (hat espoused his cause he wanted to appear personally 
and to conduct the proceedine on his own behalf bv him. 
In paragraph 4 of his show cause petilion he stated that he 
was formerly a member of (be C.M.S., Raniganj and was 
no longer a member of (he C.M.S.. Raniganj and was a 
member of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, India, P.O. Raniganj. In 
paragraph 5 of the show cause petition he stated that the 
direction to file the written statement was obtained by the 
General Secretary of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India 
who was under detention and important officials were not 
available. This statement is not correct on the face of the 
record. In paragraph 6 of the show cause petition he fur- 
ther stated that workers of the Victory Colliery authorised 
the petitioner to take steps in the matter. So, the workman 
authorised by the workmen of the colliery submitted the 
written statement. He stated in paragraph 7 of the show 
cause petition (hat he would cause the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha of India to be represented in this proceeding. He 
wanted the written statement filed by him to be considered 
as if it was the written statement filed by the Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha of India, and asked leave for the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha of India to take up the present matter 

3. On 25-11-72, a written statement was filed by Robin 
Chatferjce, Secretary for and on behalf of the Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha, Raniganj, He verified (he written statement for 
and on behalf of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. Raniganj but 
there was no common seal on such statement of the said 
union. So. the General Secretary of Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Raniganj was informed by notice that as there was 
no common seal on the writleu statement, the written state- 
ment filed by Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. Raniganj could not 
be accepted as authentic and was therefore rejected. One 
rubber stamp impression was however affixed by Dinesh 
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Singh on 13-12-1972 while examining the record of the refe- 
rence. This was then and (heie pointed out to this tribunal 
and the tribunal recorded the following order on 13-12-1972 : 

"On 1 1-12-1972. Sri R. Chatterjce, General Secretary of the 
union came to this office and misinterpreted the notice 
which they have received from this Tribunal vide 
Notice No. Ref. 39/72/1682 dated 2nd December, 
1972. In that notice it was intimated to them that 
their written statement is rejected since there is no 
common seal of the union. The union represen- 
tative came and put his rubber-stamp on the written 
statement in Tribunal office on 11-12 72. This has 
been done on the basis of a bona fide mistake. 

Let a note be made on each seal impression auoting this 
order and date/’ 

4. The workman wanted to be represented by Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha of India but the written statement was filed 
by Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, District Burdwan with- 
out a common seal on it, There is no letter of authority in 
the record made and subscribed by the workman in terms 
of Section 36(l)(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act read with 
Rule 36 Form F authorising any union to represent the 
workman in this proceeding. It has feen found in Reference 
Nos. 95 and 103 of 1971 that the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
P.O. Raniganj, District Burdwan is not a registered trade 
union. So, no registered trade union appeared being properly 
authorised by the workman to represent the workman by filing 
a written statement for and oil behalf of the workman in this 
proceeding. In the failure report sent along with the order 
of the reference under the word ‘Sir’. The first sentence reads 
‘‘Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India (CITU), Raniganj raised 
a dispute vide its letter dated 22-3U972 (copy enclosed) 
before AL.C.(C), Raniganj that the management of Victory 
Colliery (M. J. Group) have illegally terminated the services 
of Shri Dilip Ghosh, P. F. Clerk vide their notice dated 
14-J-7I which is quote unjustified and illegal’. The words 
“of India” in the first line has been penned through but with- 
out any attesting initial which I have encircled with date and 
my initials with red ink. The order of reference as page 
2 of the reference shows was directly sent by the Central 
Government to the General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, Distt. Burwan, but not to the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha of India CITU, Raniganj. As the records 
stand one unregistered Trade union purporting to espouse the 
cause of the workman laid the charter of demand relating 
to the dispute under reference before the conciliatory autho- 
rity, contrary to Section 36(l)(a) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act read with Rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules made 
thereunder. As already obseived, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
P.O. Runiganj, Distt. Burdwan has never been a registered 
trade union. Such an organisation purporting to act as a 
registered trade union committed fraud upon the Statutes, 
i.e. the Industrial Disputes Act and the Trade Unions Act 
particularly Section 15(d) of the Act. So, at the conciliatory 
stage the dispute was raised by an organisation purporting to 
act as a registered trade union when it had never been so. 
committing fraud upon the Statutes thereby vitiating the 
enlire conciliation proceeding. So, the charter of demand 
laid by the organisation which is not a registered trade union 
was not a charter of demand filed before the conciliatory 
authority by a registered trade union for and on behalf of its 
workman member duly authorised in that behalf as required 
by law. So, the entire conciliation proceeding was tainted 
with fraud of an organisation, passing by the name of Col- 
liery Mazdoor Sabha, P.O, Raniganj, District Burdwan which 
was never been a registered trade union under (he law. 

5. This dispute relates to a single workman and it relate* 
to the termination of his service. Now, the question raised 
by the management is that no demand in respect of the sub- 
ject matter of the reference having had been raised with the 
management before agitating the same with ihe conciliatory 
authority the present reference is void aii initio. Section 2A 
of (he Industrial Disputes Act reads as follows : 

"Where any employer discharges, dismisses, retrenches 
or otherwise terminates the services of an indivi- 
dual workman, any dispute or difference between 
that workman and hir. employer concerned with, 
or arising out of, such discharge, dismissal, retren- 
chment or termination shall be deemed to be an 
industrial dispute notwithstanding that no other 
workman nor any union of workman is a party to 
the dispute. " 
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That section has been held to be ultra vires the jurisdiction 
of the Central Legislature in the case of Jute and Jute Goods 
Buffer Stock Association vs Industrial Tribunal, West Bengal, 
reported in F.L.R. 1972(4) p. 22, So, that decision is 
binding on this tribunal. On the date of hearing of this 
reference, the workman himself was present. He made an 
application for adjournment of the case. He did not engage 
any lawyer in this proceeding ns required under Section 36(4) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. The workman is a party to 
the dispute and he alone can engage the lawyer in terms of 
Sub-section (4) of Section 36 of the Act in this proceeding. 
There is a document which has been filed by one Robin 
Chatterjee, General Secretary, for and on behalf of the 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha appointing Sri Bishiiu Malkhandy, 
Bar-at-Law and Dinesh Singh to represent the workman in 
this proceeding. Both of them accepted the letter, dated 
3-1-73. It is not an authorisation by the workman. Neither 
it is an authorisation by the workman to any officer or office- 
bearer or member of the Executive of any registered trade 
union, nor it is an authorisation by the workman appointing 
a lawyer to represent him in this proceeding. If the work- 
man, a party to a dispute, is to authorise a lawyer to appear 
and represent the worker in this proceedings he is to make 
and subscribe a letter of authority appointing such lawyer in 
terms of Section 36(4) of the Industrial Disputes Act. A 
workman is entitled to be represented by a registered trade 
union if he makes and subscribes a letter of authority in 
terms of Section 36(l)(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act read 
with Rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules and such letter 
of authority is accepted by an officer or an office bearer 
or a member of the Executive of such a registered trade 
union. But the letter dated 3-1-73 is neither within the 
scope of Section 36(i)(a) of I D. Act read with Rule 
36 Form F of the Central Rules, nor within Section 36(4) 
of the Act, So, 1 could not allow the workman further 
adjournment as asked for by him when ho on his own show 
cause petition represented before this tribunal that ne would 
bo represented not by any union, but by Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha of India. The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India did 
not appear through any of its office bearers or members of 
the Executive as required by law and did not file any state- 
ment of case representing the workman. Therefore I could 
not accede to the demand of the workman concerned. He 
was present in the Tribunal and he submitted two things, 
cither to adjourn the case for enabling him to engage a law- 
yer as his lawyer was not present or to allow him opportunity 
to state his own case. For reasons I have recorded, I asked 
him to state what he considered his own case on oath before 
this tribunal as I found that he engaged no lawyer as required 
by law. 

6. The workman stated in examinutlon-in-chicf : 'I demand 
reinstatement to my post, I also demand payment of back 
wages till my reinstatement’. He was cross-examined by the 
learned Advocate appearing for the management and he stated 
in cross-examination : 

“l was detained under P. D. Act from 30th April, 1971 
to 9th December, 1971. I do not know anything 
about the tripartite settlement. 1 never submitted 
any charter of demand before the authority of the 
management in writine. 1 reported my case before 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. P.O. Ranigani. District 
Burdwan, The union served a letter on the com- 
pany regarding the demand relating to my reinstate- 
ment in service. No copv of such letter has been 
filed in this proceeding. There is Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Asansol, AITUC. Sunil Sen may be its 
General Secretary. I do not know. It is not a 
fact that I served no charter of demand on the 
management." 

Colliery Mazdoor Subha. P.O. Ranlganj, Distt, Burdwan is not 
a registered trade union. There is no document in this 
proceeding showing that the workman ever authorised Miy 
registered trade union either to lay the charter of demand 
relating to the dispute before the management or that the 
said registered trade union that was so authorised by the 
workman did submit the charter of demand with the authority 
of the management. There Is no document in the record of 
the proceeding filed by the workman to show, as the case 
apparently falls within Section 2A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, that he himself without approaching any registered trade 
union, served a charter of demand relating to the dispute 
under reference on the authority of the management. The 
workman represented his cause to Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
P.O. Raniganj, which has been found to be an unregistered 


trade union. The workman asserted that the union that 
means unregistered trade union served a letter on the com- 
pany regarding the demand relating to his reinstatement in 
service. An unregistered trade union has no right to represent 
a workman in any proceeding under the Industrial Disputes 
Act. Now, if at the stage of laying the charter of demand 
relating to the dispute before the management, the authority 
of the management acceded to the demand and entered into 
a compromise relating to the dispute with any one purporting 
to represent the workman, posing as an otfice-bcnier or ti 
member of the Executive of a registered trade union but in 
fact and in law ho is not, the settlement by way of agreement 
in terms of Section 18(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act 
would not bind the parties to the dispute since the repre- 
sentation of a party to tire dispute by an unregistered trade 
union would be contrary to Sec, 36(l)(a) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act read with Rule 36 Form F of the Central 
rules and to Rule 37 thereof in particular. So, "any pro- 
ceeding” under the Industrial Disputes Act as occurring in 
Section 36(1) of the Act includos a proceeding at the stage 
of laying the charier of demand before the authority of the 
management, before the conciliatory authority and before 
any of the adjudicatory authorities as the case may be. 
Judging from this aspect, the workman did not himself lay 
any charter of demand relating to the dispute before the 
management, if he comes within Sec. 2A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, He did not authorise as law requires any 
registered trade union to lay the charter of demand before 
the authority of the management. There is no record before 
this Tribunal that the workman authorised any registered 
trade union to represent him before this tribunal in this 
proceeding. The order of reference was sent to the General 
Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, District 
Burdwan. I have pointed out already that Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, Distt. Burdwan has been found to 
be an unregistered trade union. So, it has no right to repre- 
sent the workman in “any proceeding" under the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The failure report, as 1 have already observed, 
with its unattested interl ination shows ihat the dispute was 
raised before the conciliatory authority by the unregistered 
trade union Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj. That 
Organisation patiently committed fraud upon Statutes violat- 
ing Sec. 36(l)(a) ox the I.D. Act and Rule 36 Form F 
of the Central Rules and also Sec. 15(d) of the Trade Unions 
Act. So, the entire conciliation proceeding stood vitiated by 
the fraud committed by an organisation that posed itself as 
a registered trade union when it had never been a registered 
trade union. Therefore, the conciliation proceeding was viti- 
ated by fraud committed on Slatutes by Hn organisation pass- 
ing by the name of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITli P.O. 
Raniganj, District Burdwan which had never been a registered 
trade union and of which, if the workman was a member, 
he was not a member of a registered trade union. Therefore, 
(be entire conciliation proceeding was tainted with fraud. 
So, the dispute raised before the management was not an 
industrial dispute so also the dispute raised before the con- 
ciliatory authority for reasons I have already recorded. 
Accordingly, the dispute referred to for adjudication is not 
an industrial dispute within Section 2(k) of die Industrial 
Disputes Act. If the workman comes within Sec. 2A, he 
could have, without through any registered trade union, 
submitted his charter of demard before the authority of the 
management but he stated in cross-examination, "I have sub- 
mitted no charter of demand before the authority of the 
management In writing". So. from this aspect also, the 
dispute lacks the character of an industrial dispute within 
Sec. 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act, in view of the prin- 
ciples laid down in the case ot Raju’s Cafe, Coimbatore and 
Others vs Industrial Tribunal Coimbatore and another, 1951 
LIJ I p, 219. in the case of Sindhu Resettlement Corporation 
Ltd. and Industrial Tribunal Gujarat, 1968 I LLJ p. 834 
(S.C.) and in the case of Feddcrs Llyod Corporation Private 
Ltd. and Lt. Governor, Delhi & Ors., F.L.R, 1970 (20) 
p. 343 (Delhi High Court). So from several aspects I have 
considered the dispute referred to for adjudication by this 
tribunal which is not an industrial dispute within Section 
2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act. Therefore, this tribunal 
has acquired no jurisdiction either to entertain or to adjudi- 
cate upon the dispute. 

In the result, the reference is rejected. 

This is my award. 

S. N. BAGCHT, Presiding Officer. 
Dated, the January, 18, 1973, 
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New Delhi, 2nd February, 1973 

S.O. 392. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of South Jharia Colliery, Post Office Jhuria, District 
Dhanbad and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 24th January, 1973. 

[No. L-201 2/83/7 1-LRIL] 
KARNATL SINGH, Under Secy. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(1 ) (d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 57 of 1971 


Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of South 
Jharia Colliery, P, O. Jharia,, (DhanbatD 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


Present : 

Shri D. D. Seth — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the old Management : Shri P. K. Bose, Advocale. 
For Bharat Coking Coal Limited : Shri S. S. Mukherjee. 
(Added as a narty vide Order No. 6 dt. 24-3-72). 

Advocate. 

For the Workmen: Shri G, Prasad, Advocate. 

State : Bihar. Industry : Coal, 

Dhanbad, the 11th January, 1973 

AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Central Government 
under section 10(1X0) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
by an order No. L/2012/83/71-LRII dated New Delhi, the 
9th September, 1971 in respect of an industrial dispute 
between the parties mentioned above. The subject-matter 
of the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the 
said order and runs as follows : 

“Whether the action of the management of South 
Jharia Colliery, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad 
in stopping from work the following workmen, from 
the dates mentioned against their names, is justi- 
fied? If not, to what relief these workmen are 
entitled?” 


Si. Name of the workmen 

No. 

Designa- 

tion 

Dale of 
stoppage 
of work 

1 2 

3 

4 

1. Karamdeo Dusadh 

. Trammer 

26-1-71 

2. Fagu Bhuia ... 

Miner 

21-1-71 

3. Blshon Bln:, a 

-do- 

21-1-71 

4. Sahadeo Bhuia 

-do 

21-1-71 

5. Tilak Bhuia 

-do- 

21-1-71 

6. Dina Bhuia ... 

•do- 

21-1-71 

7. Ashu Bhuia . . 

-do- 

21-1-71 

8. Sobi Bhuia .... 

, -do- 

21-1-7 1 

9. Latu Mahato 

-do- 

21-1-71 

10. Ramdhani Ram 

, -do- 

21-1-71 

11. Dukhan Bhuia 

, -do- 

21 - 1-71 

12. Jagdish Bhuia 

-do- 

21-1-71 

13. Sohan Bhuia . . 

-do- 

21-1-71 

14. Mahadeo Bhuia No. 1 

-do- 

21-1-71 

15, Chaman Bhuia 

-do- 

21-1-71 

42 G of 1/72—7, 




1 6. Mahadeo Bhuia No. 2 

17. Lakhan Bhuia 

18. Chhakanri Bhuia 

19. Jhari Bhuia , 

20. Lalo Bhuia No. 2 

21. Bangali Nonia 

22. Pahalal Manjhi 

23. Bhagu Manjhi 

24. Mohan Manjhi 

25. Bikram Bhuia 

26. Bigan Bhuia 

27. Meghan Bhuia 

28. Lalji Bhuia 

29. Shiban Bhuia 

30. Horil Bhuia 

31. Uttim Bhuia 

32. Sena Bhuia . 

33. Beni Bhuia 

34. Mithu Bhuia 

35. Rameshwar Bhuia 

36. Gobardhan Mahato 

37. Hema Mahato 

38. Barhan Mahato 

39. Bullan Bhuia 

40. Devaki Bhuia 

41. Khiroo Bhuia 

42. Sukhdeo Bhuia 

43. Surja Bhuia . 

44. Suken Bhuia 

45. Padeo Bhuia . 

46. Bideshi Bhuia No. 1 

47. Gopi Bhuia . 

48. Nageswar Bhuia 

49. Jadoo Bhuia . 

50. Laloo Sao 

51. Bhuncshwar Mahato 

52. Janki Sao 

53. Tuklal Singh 

54. Badri Singh . 

55. Ramdhan Mahato 

56. Mahcsh Manjhi 

57. Sanaton Manjhi 

58. Sona Manihi 

59. Rambahadur Kurmi 

60. Bindcshwari Dhobi 

61. Gopal Bauri . 

62. Shankar Mochi 

63. Haroo Singh 

64. Mahadeo Bhuia 

65. Bijai Bauri 

66. Jhari Dhobi . 

67. Basu Dhobi . 

68. Kisto Modi 

69. Kartik Bauri 

70. Ramchandra Dusadh 

71. Dhikhu Dusadh 

72. Rambrich Dusadh 

73. Sagar Sao Dusadh 

74. Ramchandra Sao 

75. Mohan Dusadh 

76. Mahadeo Dusadh 

77. Ramdhani Dusadh 

78. Madan Jaiswara 

79. Kalu Jaiswara 

80. Laxman Nonia 

81. Radhu Buri . 

82. Ganesh Mahato 

83. Janter Bhuia 

84. Ramchandran Jaiswara 


3 


Miner 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

d-o- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 


-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 


4 


21-1-71 

21-1-71 

23-1-71 

21-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-l-7i 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23 - 1-71 

23-1-71 

23 - 1-71 

23 - 1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

21-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

23-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-1-71 

27-T-71 

27-1-71 


-do- 

. Stone Cutter 
-do- 
-do- 

Trammer 
-do- 
. -do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 

. Huckman 
. Miner 


2 The reference was received by this Tribunal on 
5-9-71 and thereafter, usual notices were issued to the 
-.rties. ' The workmen have filed two written statements, 
lie first written statement is dated 2-11-71 and was received 
l this Tribunal on 3-11-71. The second written statement 
E the workmen is dated 26-8-72 and was received in this 
ffice on the same date. The employer's written statement is 
ated 6th March, 1972 and was received in the Tribunal on 
,e same day. On 9-2-72 a notice was issued to the 
harat Coking Coal Limited by my predecessor in office, 
irecting the company to show cause why it should not be 
Hide a party to the present dispute. It was added as a 
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party on 24-3-72. A written statement bv Hharnt Coking 
Coal Limited was (lied on 1-5-72. On 25-10-72 an appli- 
cation was filed by the employers (hereinafter called the 
management) praying that it may be decided as to which 
one of the two written statements of the workmen was the 
original written statement. To this application a reply 
dated 21-11-72 was filed by the workmen stating that the 
two written statements submitted by the workmen were not 
independent of each other but should be treated as supple- 
mentary to each other. The record of the Regional Labour 
Commissioner was received by the Tribunal on 23-10-72 and 
was placed on the record. 

3. The workmen’s case, put briefly, is that the workmen 
of the colliery arc members of the Krantikary Kovaht 
Mazdoor Sangh and the Management has granted recogni- 
tion to that union as the representative organisation of the 
workers of the colliery, It was also the case of the work- 
men that there had been a continuous strife between the 
workers and the employers since the inception of this union 
in regard to several matters such as, late payments, short 
payments, and non-implementation of Coal Wage Board 
Recommendations and on account of this long strife ttic 
relationship between the union and the management steadly 
deteriorated and the management became hostile against 
all the members of the union and further that on account 
of this hostility the management stopped work in the col- 
liery for a week locked out the colliery for more than two 
months and involved the workers in a number of false cri- 
minal cases and illegally terminated the services of more 
than 100 other workers and also recruited new workers in 
place of the old workers through contractors at a much 
lower rate. In paragraph 7 of the 1st written statement of 
the workmen it is stated that one member of the staff of 
the colliery whose name was revealed during the course of 
evidence as Babulal Gope, Provident Fund Clerk, was assault- 
ed by some unknown persons on his way to the market on 
19-1-71 and this incident was utilised by the management to 
get the Secretary and the General Secretary of the union 
arrested on trumped up charges on 20-1-71 and later tho 
Management stopped the workmen from their duties in 
batches on 21-1-71, 23-1-71 and 27-1-71 and stopped one 
workman on 26-1-71. Thereupon, the union raised an 
industrial dispute before the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(C), Dhanbad on 28-1-71 and the conciliation proceedings 
started from 6-2-71 and continued till 1-5-71 and during the 
time the conciliation proceedings continued the management 
did not allow the workmen to resume work in the colliery 
without any sufficient reason. According to tho workman 
the management’s action was not justified and amounted to 
unfair labour practice. 

4. The second written statement of the workman contain- 
ed a list of the concerned workmen together with their 
designation and the date of the stoppage of work by the 
management. It was stated in this written statement that all 
the concerned workmen were permanent workmen of the 
colliery and that the colliery had stopped the workmen from 
their work all of a sudden from the date mentioned against 
the name of each workman given In the schedule of the 
written statement. It was further stated that the workmen 
were neither chargeshceted nor suspended for any miscon- 
duct nor were retrenched. According to the workmen the 
action of the management in stopping the concerned work- 
men from their work was illegal, arbitrary and unjustified 
and amounted to victimisation on account of their being 
members of Krantikary Koyala Mazdoor Sangh. 

5. The case of the management, on the other hand, is 
that the present matter is not an industrial dispute and, as 
such, is outside the scope of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
1947. It was also stated that the reference was bad in law 
and further that neither the workmen nor the union spon- 
soring their case ever raised any dispute with the manage 
nient on the issue in reference in the present dispute. Tn 
paragraph 5 of the management’s written statement it is 
stated that the management came to know about the matter 
only when they received the letter dated 6th February, 1 97 1 
from the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Dhan- 
bad IT in which a copy of the representation made by the 
workmen before that officer was enclosed. The further case 
of the management was thal there were two rival trade 
unions of the workmen in the colliery and they were fighting 
with each other. On 19-1-71 a clerk of the colliery was 
assaulted on the road leading to the colliery and acid was 
thrown on his face blinding him completely and on account 


of that incident there was great tension between the two 
groups of workers and the police authorities arrested a 
number of workmen in the afternoon of 20-1-71, All the 
arrested workmen belonged to a particular union. Accord- 
ing to the management the concerned workmen absented 
themselves from their normal duties without leave or with- 
out intimation on various dates beginning from 20-1-71 and 
that the management posted a general notice dated 1st 
February, 1971 on the Notice Board giving the names and 
designations of 89 absentee workmen and asked them to 
report, for their respective duties immediately along with an 
explanation in writing regarding the cause of their un- 
authorised absence from duty. None of the concerned 
workmen however either reported for duty or submitted any 
explanation to the management. The management did not 
start departmental proceedings for misconduct against the 
concerned workmen on account of the pendency of the 
conciliation proceedings. It was stated in paragraph 9 of 
the management’s written statement that the union which 
sponsored the cause of the concerned workmen was the re- 
cognised union and, as such, the management could have 
any malice against the union’s activities or against its mem- 
bers. The management contended that the concerned work- 
men were victims of trade union rivalry between the two 
unions of the colliery for which the management could not 
be penalised. 

6. In its written statement the Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., 
has stated that there did not exist any relationship of Em- 
ployer and Employee between the Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited and the workmen at the relevant time and that 
there was no industrial dispute between the workmen and 
the Bharat Coking Coal Limited, and as such, no award 
could be passed against the Bharat Coking Coal Limited. 
It has also been staled that the Bharat Coking Coal Limited 
is in no way liable or responsible for any act of the past 
management prior to the date of taking over of (he colliery 
under the provisions of the Coking Coal Mines (Nationali- 
sation) Act, 1972. The company, apart from making these 
legal submissions adopted the written statement filed by the 
outgoing employers on merits. 

7. The documents filed by the workmen were marked 
Exts. W1 to W9, The management filed five items of docu- 
ments which were marked Ext. Ml to M3 and M3 (a) and 
M3(b). 

8. The standing orders of the colliery are in the record 
of the Assistant Labour Commissioner, 

9. The preliminary objection of Shri P. K. Bose, Advocate 
appearing for the management is that the present matter 
is not an industrial dispute as neither the workmen nor the 
union sponsoring their case ever raised any dispute with the 
management which is in issue in the present reference and 
hence the reference is without jurisdiction and is bad in 
law. In this connection Shri P. K. Bose examined Shri 
A. K. Banerjee, (M.W. I) Agent of the colliery from 1956 
till 1971. Shri Banerjee stated that there were two trade 
unions in the colliery and lhat the Krantikary Koyala 
Mazdoor Sangh was the recognised union. The witness de- 
posed about the incident of Shri Babulal Gope, Provident 
Fund Clerk on 19-1-71 and further stated that (here was 
great quarrel between the two rival unions about the inci- 
dent ns a result of which police authorities arrested somo 
workmen, The witness further stated that the management 
did not inform the police authorities about the incident. 
According to Shri Banerjee large number of workmen 
absented themselves from the colliery after the incident and 
the witness (M.W. 1) issued a notice dated 1-2-1971 which 
bears his signature and was marked Ext. M2. According to 
M.W.l, by this notice, the management asked the workmen 
to report for their respective duties. Ext. M2 was exhibited 
on the Notice Board and also at the Cabin of the Atten- 
dance Clerk and at the top of the Pit Mouth. Shri Banerjee 
(M.W.l) has stated that between the date of incident i.e. 
19-1-71 and 17-10-71 when the colliery was taken over by 
the Central Government the workmen concerned did not 
approach him regarding any disputo and neither of the two 
unions also raised any dispute. In cross-examination the 
witness stated (hat the incident of Shri Babulal Gope took 
place outside the premises of the colliery and that the col- 
liery management did not file any report regarding the inci- 
dent with the Police authorities, The witness (M.W.l ) was 
shown a letter dated 22-2-71 addressed by him to the Assis- 
tant Labour Commissioner (C), Dhanbad which is on the 
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file of the Assistant Labour Commissioner and stated that 
the letter bears his signature, Shri Banerjcc (M.W.l ) 
admitted that according to the Standing Orders of the colliety 
if the workmen absented themselves for more than 10 days 
it would amount to misconduct and further admitted that 
the management did not follow the procedure prescribed 
in paragraph 18 of the Standing Orders and that no charge- 
sheet was issued to the workmen and no explanation was 
called for from the workmen. Shri Banerjee (M.W.l) also 
admitted in his cross-examination that the workmen absented 
themselves after the incident of Shri Bubulal Gope and 
further admitted that the management did not apply to the 
Conciliation Officer under section 33(1) (b) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act for action being taken against the workmen. 
It has also been stated by Shri. Banerjee (M.W.l) that there 
is no provisions in the Standing Orders for displaying a 
notice on the Notice Board about which the mention has 
been made earlier. According to Mr. Banerjee (M.W.l 1 
no notice was sent to the concerned workmen by registered 
post or by ordinary post. M.W.l has admitted that form 
'B' register is maintained in the colliery which contains the 
names and addresses and other particulars of the workmen. 
It has also been admitted that no letters of dismissal were 
issued to the workmen till the date of the deposition. 
Shri Banerjee (M.W.l) admitted that the conciliation pro- 
ceedings took place before the Regional Labour Commis- 
sioner (C), Dhanbad prior to the reference. 

10, On behalf of the workmen three witnesses were exa- 
mined. W.W.l, Shri Harimohan Landey, is the Secretary of 
the Krantikary Koyala Mazdoor Sangh. He stated that 
whenever there was any dispute between the management 
and the workmen either he or the General Secretary used 
lo discuss it with the management. Regarding the present 
dispute Shri Landey stated that he did put up a demand 
with the management and said that the management had 
stopped the workmen from working and asked the manage- 
ment to allow the workmen to resume their work. The 
witness (W.W.l) proves letters duted 21-1-71 and 27-1-71 
sent by the W.W.l to the Manager of the colliery and stated 
that these letters bore his signatures. These letters were 
marked Exts. W1 and W2 respeclively. Shri Landey, (W.W.l) 
further stated that after sending these two letters he had 
telephonic conversation with the Manager regarding the 
stoppage of work but the Manager of the colliery refused 
to allow the workmen to resume their work. According to 
W.W.l both the Exts. W1 and W2 were sent by him through 
a peon on a Peon Book which has been marked as Ext. W3. 
Shri Landey (W.W.l) further stated that he wrote to the 
Conciliation Officer regarding the industrial dispute between 
the management and the union and staled that the letter 
dated 27-1-71 was sent by him to the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (C), Dhanbad and it bears his signature. 
This letter has been marked Ext. W4. Another letter dated 
12-4-71 addressed by W.W.l to the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner has been marked Ext. W5. Shri Landey 
(W.W.l) also stated that from 1969 the relation between 
the management and the union was good but later on de- 
teriorated on account of non-implementation of Wage Board 
Award and other matters. According lo W.W.l there is 
another union known as I.N.T.U.C. Union in the colliery but 
there was no rivalry between the two unions either on 20-1-71 
or thereafter, The witness (W.W.l) denied that the work- 
men themselves had stopped working. In cross-examination 
Shri Landey stated that be was elected Secretary of the 
Union but did not exactly remember the date of election, 
W.W.l also did not remember the name of the typist who 
typed Exts. W1 and W2 and admitted in cross-examination 
that, he had no conversation with the Agent or with the 
Proprietor of the colliery between 20-1-71 and 27-1-71 re- 
garding the present dispute. 

11, W.W.2 Shri Akhilcshwar Prasad was working as a 
Peon in the office of the Krantikary Koyala Mazdoor Sangh 
stated that, he took the two letters Exts. W1 and W2 along 
with the Peon Book to the management of South Jharin 
Colliery. W.W.2 further stated that he delivered these letters 
at the colliery and got the signatures of the clerk on the 
Peon Book in his presence. Tn cross-examination W.W.2 
stated that he did not know the person to whom he deli- 
vered the letters and further stated that the Peon Book 
(Ext. W3) is the only Peon Book maintained in the union's 
office. 

12, W.W.3 Shri Bishun Bhuia is one of the concerned 
workmen. He stated that he had gone to the colliery for 
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work about 2 years ago and further stated that he remem- 
bered the date. It was 21-1-71. According to W.W.3 he 
was not allowed work by the Attendance Clerk. The wit- 
ness (W.W.3) stated that, the management had stopped him 
and other workers from work. According to W.W.3 he 
was accompanied by 10 to 15 other workers when he went to 
the colliery for work. The witness went on to depose that the 
Attendance Clerk told him and other workers that they were 
slopped from work and also told him that the workers 
belonging to red-flag union were not allowed to work. 
Thereafter be and other workers went to the Manager at 
about 8 or 9 a.m. for work but they were told that the 
workers belonging to red-flag union were not allowed to work. 
After that he and the other workers went to the Secretary 
of the union, The witness further stated that after 21-1-71 
he went to the colliery regularly for work but was not 
given any work. He did not see any notice on the Notice 
Board of ibe colliery and stated that no chargesheet was 
issued to him. He denied that he had himself stopped 
going to work. In cross-examination W.W.3 stated that he 
did not remember the date when the incident of Shri Bubulal 
Gope took place and also did not know whether os a result 
of the incident Shri Babulal Gope lost his eyes. The 
witness stated that he heard about the police authorities 
having made some arrests on 21-1-71 but he had no per- 
sonal knowledge. W.W.3 also did not know the name of 
the Manager of the colliery to whom he went on 21-1-71 
and also did not remember the date when he went home 
but stated that two or three weeks after the incident he 
went home. The witness (W.W.3) produced two receipts of 
his membership of the Krantikary Koyala Mazdoor Sangh 
and these receipts pertained to the years 1968 and 1969 and 
have been marked Exts. W8 and W9. 

13. Shri P. K. Bose contended that no reliance could be 
placed on Exts. Wl, W2 and W3 as nothing about these 
exhibits was mentioned in any of the two written state- 
ments filed by the workmen. According to Shri Bose these 
exhibits were manufactured documents. Shri Bose contend- 
ed that if a mention of these exhibits had been made in the 
written statement of the workmen the management could 
have produced the clerk concerned who received Exts. Wl 
and W2 and had signed the Peon Book Ext. W3 and also 
would have produced the Manager of the colliery. Another 
ground on which Shri Bose assailed these exhibits was that 
according to Ext, Wl all the 84 workmen were stopped from 
working on 21-1-71 while in the order of reference different 
dates have been mentioned against various workmen in res- 
pect of alleged stoppage of work. These dates are between 
21-1-71 and 27-1-71. Thus according to Shri Bose the 
allegations contained in letter dated 21-1-71 (Ext. Wl) arc 
not correct and the disputed exhibits namely Wl, W2 and 
W3 are by way of after-thought and have been manufac- 
tured for the purposes of this case. 

14. It may be stated lhat it is correct that there is no 
mention of Exts Wl, W2 and W3 or of the telephonic 
conversation which W.W.l stated to have had with the 
Manager in any one of the two written statements filed by 
the workmen. Even if we discard Exts, Wl, W2 and W3, 
it is an admitted fact that the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner (C), Dhanbad addressed a letter dated 26-2-71 lo 
the Manager of the colliery. This letter has been admitted 
by both the parties and has been marked as Ext. ML The 
heading regarding the subject of the letter (Ext. Ml) is as 
follows: “Industrial dispute between the Management of 
South lharia Colliery and their workmen represented by 
Krantikary Koyala Mazdoor Sangh over alleged illegal stop- 
page of work of Shri Kuramdeo Dusadh and 83 others”. 

By Ext. Ml the management was asked to discuss the 
above mentioned dispute with the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner. 

15. Ext. M2 is a notice dated 1-2-71 which has been filed 
by the management in which it has been staled that since 
the night shift of 20-1-71 several workmen were reported to 
have been absenting themselves from their respective duties. 
The notice contained ft list of such workmen with the dates 
of stoppage of work against their names and at the end of 
Ext. M2 it is stated that the workmen mentioned in the list 
had not applied for leave of absence and did not inform the 
management about the reason of their absence. Accordingly 
the management considered such action as illegal and re- 
served the right to take suitable action in terms of the 
provisions of the Standing Orders ot the establishment, 

16. Thus, the record of the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner (C), Dhanbad shows that the management was asked 
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to show cause in relation to the dispute raised by Ihe work- 
men. Hence the demand by the workmen and refusal by 
the management was there for the existence of an industrial 
dispute and there was no necessity that the workmen should 
have directly made a demand with tire management. As al- 
ready stated above Ext, Ml specifically mentions the industrial 
dispute referred to the Tribunal regarding the stoppage of 
work by the management as far us the workmen in dispu'e 
are concerned. It may also be stated that on receipt of the 
letter Ext, Ml from the Assistant Labour Commissioner, the 
management sent a reply which is dated 22-2-71 by which 
it submitted Its comments. The letter dated 22-2-71 sent 
by the management to the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
however was not marked os an exhibit before the Tribunal 
but is on the record of the Assistant Labour Commissioner. 
The Patna High Court held specifically in Managing Con- 
tractor versus the Presiding Officer and others (C.W.f.C. 
1513 of 1969) that the Assistant Labour Commissioner for- 
warding a copy of the letter raising tile dispute to the em- 
ployers is sufficient to constitute an industrial dispute. To 
the same affect is another decision of the Patna High Court 
in Standard Coal Company Ltd. versus S. P. Varma (A.I.R. 
1952 Patna p. 56) in which the learned Judges of the Patna 
High Court observed as follows; 

“there may be instances where workers may consider it 
wholly useless to make a demand for redress on the 
management and prefer to move the appropriate 
machinery set up by Government for the redress of 
their grievances. Bui nevertheless, it will be an in- 
dustrial dispute if it comes within the meaning of 
Section 2(k) of the Act.” 

In the case before the Patna High Comt mentioned above 
certain demands were made by the workmen through their 
trade union to the Regional Labour Commissioner and not 
direct to the management of the colliery but there was mate- 
rial in that case to indicate that (he Regional Labour Com- 
missioner had correspondence with the management of the 
colliery which was aware of the demands made by Ihc wor- 
kers and from these facts it was held by the Dench of the 
High Court that it is wholly useless lo make a demand with 
the management and it was open to them to move the ap- 
propriate Government for redress of their grievances. 

The above two rulings of the Patna High Court are fully 
applicable in the instant case, 

17. Shri P. K. Bose appearing for the management how- 
ever placed reliance upon a decision of the Supreme Court 
in Sindhu Resettlement Corporation Ltd., and Industrial Tri- 
bunal of Gujrat and others (1968 (Vol, 16) F.L.R. p. 307), 1 
have gone through the case cited by Shri P. K. Bose and, in 
my opinion, this case is clearly distinguishable as in lhc case 
before the Supreme Court, the demand made by the union 
before the management was for retrenchment compensation. 
The Conciliation Officer in his report in that case had said 
that the dispute was in regard to reinstatement, A letter had 
been written by the workman concerned direct to the Gov- 
ernment that he wanted reinstatement. No communication 
in regard to that matter was made by the Government to the 
management. No demand was made before the management 
either direct or through the Government or anybody else for 
reinstatement of the workman concerned. In such a situa- 
tion it was held that the industrial dispute was of one kind 
and the reference was of another kind. In the case before 
me facts arc entirely different.. The first contention of Shri 
P. K. Bose has, therefore, got to be rejected, 

18. The next contention of Shri P. K, Bose is that the 
concerned workmen themselves slopped from their work with 
effect from 20-1-71 and the management was not responsible 
for the stoppage of work. It was contended by Shri Hose 
that the workmen absented themselves without obtaining 
leave from the management or without giving any intimation 
to it. It is difficult to imagine that in these hard days of un- 
employment a large number of workmen would have absent- 
ed themselves from their respective work in the colliery with- 
out any reason. The certified standing orders of the colliery 
are oil the record of the Regional Labour Commissioner. Ac- 
cording to the management the concerned workmen absented 
themselves from their duties with effect from 20-1-71 and a 
notice is said to have been posted by the management on the 
Notice Board on 1-2-71 i.e. more than 10 days after (he dale 
of the absence of the workmen. Paragraph 18 of the stand- 
ing orders deals with disciplinary action for misconduct and 
states that a workman may be suspended or fined or his in- 


clement may be stopped, or be may be demoted or dismiss- 
ed without notice, if he is found guilty of misconduct and 
sub-paragraph (n) of paragraph 18 says that continuous ab- 
sence without permission and without satisfactory cause for 
more than ten days would be a misconduct. Even we 
assume that the workmen absented themselves without inti- 
mation lo (he management, no disciplinary action seems to 
have been taken against the workmen as has been admitted 
by Shri Bancrjce, M. Wl. No chargesheet waR served on the 
workmen who are said to have stopped work and no explana- 
tion was called for from them. There is no provision in the 
Standing Orders of the colliery for posting a notice on the 
Notice Board as stated by M.W.l. Tf the workmen had them- 
selves stopped from work, notices ought to have been issued 
to them and they should have been charger, heeled and a do- 
mestic enquiry should have been held. Addresses of all the 
workmen were known to the management because it has 
been admitted by M.W.l that the colliery maintained form 
‘B’ register which is a statutory register, Nothing of the 
kind was done. If the workmen had really absented them- 
selves without having obtained leave or without having inti- 
mated the management, even though the conciliation proceed- 
ings were going on, the management could have taken ac- 
tion against the workmen under section 33 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act with the express permission in writing of the 
authority before which the proceedings were pending. 

19. It is not the case of the management, as it is not stat- 

ed in its written statement that any one of the concerned work- 
men assaulted Shri Babulal Gope on 19 1-71, It has also 
been stated that by M.W.l that the matter was not reported 
lo the Police authorities by the management. We, however, 
find from a certified copy of the First Information Report 
which is dated 19-1-71 that a complaint was lodged with 
the Police Authorities with regard to the incident on 19-1-71 
by Shri Sarvaject Singh, Labour Officer of the colliery. The 
First Information Report also contains names of some accus- 
ed persons. The existence of the First Information Report 
lodged in respect of the incident which took place outside the 
colliery on 19-1-71 was denied by M.W. 1. ft is therefore 
not possible lo place reliance on his statement, The case of 
the management is that the workmen themselves stopped work- 
ing in the colliery with effect from 20-1-71 If the workmen 
had really absented themselves from work, there are provi- 
sions in the Standing Orders of the colliery under which ac- 
tion could have been taken against the workmen by the man- 
agement. It has been admitted by M.W. 1 that neither any 
chargesheet nor any letter was issued to the workmen regard- 
ing the stoppage ol their work. According to the Supreme 
Court’s decision in Workmen employed in B & C Mills, 
Madras and Management of B & C Mills Madras, 
1969 (19) F. L. R. p. 253, standing orders are part 

of statutory terms and conditions of service between the 
employer and employees and they govern the relation bet- 
ween the parties. 

20. Shri P. K. Bose, Advocate contended that the present 
case is a case of abandonment of work by the workmen and 
not stoppage of work. There is no force in this contention 
also. In support of his plea Shri Bose relied on a decision 
of the Supreme Court in Buckingham & Carnatic Co. Ltd., 
and Vcnkatiah and another reported in (1950-67) I S.C.L..L 
p. 6. Absence for 8 consecutive days without leave in Back- 
ingham & Carnatic Co. Ltd’s case was deemed by the Su- 
preme Court to be sufficient for termination of the workman’s 
contract of service and it was held that he had thus relin- 
quished or abandoned his employment. In the instant case 
the workmen had not gone on leave and absented themselves 
for more than 8 days, If they had done that it would have 
amounted to abandonment of their employment but this plea 
of abandonment was never raised by the management in its 
written statement. The present dispute before me is a case of 
a stoppage of work by the management and is not a case 
of abandonment of employment by the workmen. As had 
already been stated above, according to paragraph 18 of the 
standing orders of the colliery if the workmen had absented 
themselves from work without leave or intimation to the 
management, their conduct would be a misconduct for which 
suitable action could be taken by the management. 

21. For the reasons mentioned above 1 hold that the work- 
men did not absent themselves from work but were stopped 
from working by the management and such action of the 
management was mala fide since no disciplinary action was 
taken against the workmen by the management which could 
have been taken under paragraph 18 of die Standing Orders 
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of the colliery. Action could also have teen taken with the 
permission of the Conciliation Authorities under Section 33 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. Since no registered notice or 
a notice even by ordinary post was sent to the workmen 
asking them to report for work, the conduct of the manage- 
ment must be held to be mala fide. (See decision of the 
Supreme Court in Tata Oil Mills Co. Ltd., and their work- 
men 1966 (13) F.L.R. p, 65). 

22. The last submission of Mr. P, K. Bose was that the 
concerned workmen were not members of the sponsoring 
union on the date when the industrial dispute was raised bet- 
ween the parties and hence the present reference is bad in 
law. Shri Bose drew my attention ta section 36 of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act and contented that it has been admitted 
by W.W. 3 that he did not pay his subscription to the union 
after 1969. According to Shri Bose he and other workmen 
could have raised the dispute through the union only if they 
had authorised the union to do so on a prescribed form. It 
was held by the Supreme Court in Western India Watch Co. 
versus Western India Watch Co. Workers Union and others 
(1970 (3) Lab, l.C. p. 1033 at page 1035) as follows: “It 
follows, therefore, that, though a dispute may initially be an 
individual dispute, the workmen may make that dispute as 
their own, that is to say espouse it on the ground that they 
hiive a community of interest and are directly Hnd substantially 
interested in the employment, non-employment, or conditions 
of work of the concerned workmen. This premise pre-sup- 
poses that though at the date when the cause of the dispute 
arises that dispute is an individual dispute, such a dispute can 
become an industrial dispute if it is espoused by the workmen 
or a substantial section of them after the cause of the dis- 
pute e.g., dismissal has taken place. It may be that at the 
date of such dismissal there is no union or that the workmen 
are not sufficiently organised to take up the cause of the con- 
cerned workman and no espousal for that or any other rea- 
son takes place at the time when such cause occurs, But 
that cannot mean that because there was no such union in 
existence on that date, the dispute cannot become an indus- 
trial one if it is taken up later on by the union or by a subs- 
tantial section of the workmen.” 

23. Tn view of the above decision of the Supreme Court 
there is no force in Shri Bose's contention. For the reasons 
mentioned above it must be held that the action of the man- 
agement in stopping the concerned workmen from their res- 
pective work with effect from the dates mentioned against 
their names in the schedule was not justified and the workmen 
must be deemed to have been in continuous service of the col- 
liery till the right, title and interest of the owners of the col- 
liery vested absolutely in the Central Government under sec- 
tion 4 of the Coking Coal Mines (Nationalisation) Act, 1972 
with effect from 1-5-1972. 

24. Now I come to the question of relief. Since the right, 
title and interest of the old management of the colliery ceased 
to exist with effect from l-J-72 and vested in the Central 
Government and since the workmen have been held to have 
continued in their service, it is only the Bharat Coking Coal 
Ltd., which can reinstate them in service. 

25. Shri S, S. Mukherjee appearing for Bharat Coking Coal 
Ltd,, contended that on the date the industrial dispute ts saia 
to have arisen or on the date when the present reference 
was made by the Central Government, there was no rela- 
tionship or employer and employees between the Bharat Cok- 
ing Coal Ltd., and the workmen and hence the Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd., are not concerned with the dispute. Shri Mukher- 
jee drew my attention to section 9 of the Coking Coal Mines 
(Nationalisation Act, 1972, the relevant portion of which runs 
as follows: 

“9 (i) Every liability of the owner, agent, manager, or 
managing contractor of a coking coal mine or coke 
oven plant, in relation to any period prior to the 
appointed day, shall be the liability of such owner, 
agent, manager or managing contractor, as the case 
may be, and shall be enforceable against him and not 
against the Central Government or the Government 
Company. 


(a) 

(b) no award, decree or order of anv court, tribunal or 
other authority in relation to any coking coal mine or coke 
oven plant passed after the appointed day, but in relation to 


any matter, claim or dispute which arose before that day 
shall be enforceable against the Central Government or the 
Government company; 

(c) no liability for the contravention of any provision of 
law for the time being in force, made before the appointed 
day, shall be enforceable against the Central Government or 
the Government company”. 

It may be noted that there is no provision in section 9 
quoted above against making of an awurd. 

26. The Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., being the successor in 
interest of the South Jharia Colliery, on the principle laid 
down by the Supreme Court in Bihar State Road Transport 
Corporation and State of Bihar and another (reported in 
1970 (II) L.L.J. p. 138) necessary direction for reinstate- 
ment and payment of back wages shall have to be passed 
against the Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. The facts of the case 
before the Supreme Court just cited above were as follows: 
"The Government of Bihar was conducting through one of its 
departments, called the Rajya Transport Authority, an under- 
taking of road transport in the State. The concerned work- 
men was appointed on 27-7-56 by the said authority. On 
April 20. 1959, the State Government set up as from May 1, 
1959 a Corporation known as Bihar State Road Transport 
Corporation to exercise all the powers i.ud perform all the 
functions which were till then being exercised and performed 
by the Rajva Transport Authority. The said authority passed 
an order dated February 8, 1959 terminating the services of 
the concerned workman. An industrial dispute having been 
raised, it was referred to the Labour Court by an order 
dated February 24, 1961, impleading the Corporation as one 
of the parties to the reference. 7 he Labour Court held that 
the order of dismissal was not justified and concluded that the 
concerned workman was deemed to have continued in the 
service of Rajya Transport and thereafter of the Corporation 
as the successor in title of the Rajya Transport and on this 
basia directed the Corporation to reinslatc the concerned 
workman in his service and pay compensation from February 
to September, 1959. The Corporation, thereupon, flled an ap- 
plication under Article 226 of the Constitution before the 
Patna High Court contending inter alia, that the services of 
the concerned workman having been terminaled before tbe 
Corporation was set up, his remedy lay against the Rajya 
Transport and not against the Corporation. The Writ peti- 
tion was rejected bv the Patna High Court, On Appeal the 
Supreme Court substantially upheld the decision of the La- 
bour Court. Tbe Supreme Court treated the Corporation as 
the successor in interest of the Rajya Transport authority and 
held that the concerned workman, in the absence of any valid 
termination of his service, continued to be in the service of 
the Corporation since May 1, 1959 and that therefore, the 
Corporation was bound to pay his wages with all emolu- 
ments from May 1, 1959. The Supreme Court further held 
that for the period from February to April 1959 tbe Rajya 
Transport Authority was liable to pay his wages and other 
emoluments, but the Corporation successor-in-interest of the 
said authority became liable to pay wages for the period from 
February to April, 1959 and not from February to September, 
1959 as directed by the Labour Court. 

27. Shri S. S. Mukherjee tried to distinguish the case of 
Bihar State Road Transport Corporation bv contending that 
in that case Rajya Transport and the Corporation set up by 
the Bihar Government were the limbs of the same authority 
and hence that decision is distinguishable. I am afraid. I 
cannot agree to this contention. The piinciple of law laid 
down by the Supreme Court in the chsc of Bihar State Road 
Transport Corporation is fully applicable in the Instant case. 
The right title and interest of South Jharia Colliery have vest- 
ed in the Bharat Coking Coal l td., with effect from 1st May, 
1972 by virtue of section 4 of the Coking Coal Mines (Na- 
tionalisation) Act, 1972, Section 17(1) of the said Act lays 
down that every person who is a workiiiuu within the mean- 
ing of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, and has been, im- 
mediately before the 1st of May, 1972 in the employment of 
a coking coal mine shall become on and from the appointed 
day an employee of the Government company. In the pre- 
sent case, Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., in which the right, title 
and interest of the colliery have vested and shall hold ser- 
vice in the mine on the same terms and conditions and with 
the same rights to pension, gratuity, and other matters m 
would have been admissible to him if I he rights in respect of 
such a mine had not vested in the Government company 
As it has been found by me that the workmen had been 
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stopped fiom working in tho colliery illegally by the old 
management, the concerned workmen continued and still con- 
tinue to be in service of Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., since 1st 
May, 1972 and, therefore, the JJImra: Coking Coal Ltd, is 
bound to pay their wages including all the emoluments to 
which they are entitled as from 1-5-72. Kir the period from 
the date of stoppage of work l.e. 20-1-71 till 30-4-72, South 
Jharia Colliery arc liable to pay the wages of the workmen 
and other emoluments to which they were entitled. The 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., as successor in interest of the said 
colliery also became liable to pay the said wages from 
20-1-71 to 30-4-72 ride 1970 (11) L.L.J. p. 138. 

28. I accordingly make the following award: — -The action 
of the South jharia Colliery in stopping the 84 workmen men- 
tioned in the schedule from working with effect from 20-1-71 
were not justified. The said workmen are to be reinstated with 
continuity of service by the management for lime being i.e. 
the Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., and the said company shail be 
liable to pay their wages and other emoluments with effect 
from 1-5-72. The concerned workmen are also entitled to 



severely liable to pay the same to the workmen concerned, 

29. Let a copy of this award be forwarded to the Central 
Government under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act 
1947. 

D. D. SETH, Presiding Officer. 


New Delhi, the 3ru February, 1973 

S.O. 393. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Nag’s Kajora Jambad Colliery. Post Office Ukhra, District 
Burdwan and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 30th January, 1973. 

{No. L-19012/147/71-LR1I J 

KARNAIL SINGH, Under Socy. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 30 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Nag’s 
Kajora Jambad Colliery, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagchi— Presiding Officer, 

Appearances ; 

On behalf of Employers — Sri S. Nag, Finance Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen— Sri B. S. Azad, General Secre- 
tary, Khan Shramik Congress. 

State t West Bengal. Industry t Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L/1912/147/71-LR1I, dated 1 1th May, 1972, 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, refer- 
red the following industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Nag’s Kajora 
Jambad Colliery, and their workmen, to this Tribunal, for 
adjudicalion, namely : 

“Whether the action of the management of Nag’s Kajora 
Jambad Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, District Burd- 


wan, in stopping from work the following workmen 
with effect from the 25th August, 1971, is justified? 
if not, to What relief are these workmen entitled ? 


S. No. Name of the workmen Designation 


1. Shri Bikash Bnnerjec 

Exp. Carrier. 

2. Shri Cora Bouri 

T rummer 

3. Shri Manik Muchi 

T imber Mazdoor 

4. Shri Atul Bomi 

T rammer 

5. Shri Birendra Roy 

Timber Mazdoor 

6. Shri Urns Bouri 

Haulage Khnlasi 

7. Shri Bibcka Nd Roy 

Elec. Helper 

8. Shri Jagdish Bouri 

Trammer 

9. Shri Sk. Rabbani 

Trammer 

10. Shri Sadhan Adhikar) 

T Mazdoor 

11. Shri Asokc Bancrjee 

T. Mazdoor 

12, Shri Sudhir Dome 

C lean Mazdoor 

13. Shri Kartiek Mukhcrjec 

Haulage Khalnsi 

14. Shri Bha.sk nr Roy 

T rammer 

15, Shri Paritosh Roy 

Pump llelpei 

16. Shri Dhananjoy Chakiavsrty 

Exp. Carrier 

17. Shri Sunil Chatterjee 

Pump Helper 

18. Shri Lakhan Mondal 

Electrician 

19. Shri Baranasi Roy 

Timber Mazdoor 

20, Shri Bholu Ahir 

T. Mazdoor 

21. Shri Sk. Mouaal 

Trammer. 


2. Both the partlos appeared and filed a compromise peti- 
tion relating to the matter referred to for adjudication. Baltics 
pray for rendering an award in terms of the comptomise 
petition which they have filed. The terms of the comptomise 
are fair, just, equitable and beneficial to the interest of the 
workmen. I, accordingly, record the compromise petition 
and render an award in terms of the compromise pttition 
which shall form part of the award. 

S, N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 

Dated, January 24, 1973. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL 

No. 20, British Indian Street, Calcutta-I 
Reference No. 30 of 1972 

Parties : 

The employers in relation to the management of Nag’s 
Kajora Jambad Colliery, P.O, Ukhra, Dist. Burdwan, 
AND 

Their workmen represented by Khan Shramik Congress, 
B.O. Ukhra, Distt. Burdwan. 

The employers and workmen jointly beg io state most 
humbly that by mutual discussion they have decided to settle 
their dispute which is the subject matter of this Reference 
on the following terms 

1. It is accepted by the workmen that the 21 concerned 
workmen had been working at times as Badli and/or tempo- 
rary hands in Ihc employers establishment and none of them 
were permanent workmen, 

2. The workmen and the union representing them realise 
the employers difficulties in offering employment to all the 
21 workmen concerned. 

3. That considering their mutual difficulties it has been 
agreed that as a. gesture of goodwill the employers will give 
regular employment to the following 5 workmen out ol the 



Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF 1NDTA : FEBRUARY 10, 1973/MAGHA 21, 1894 569 


21 concerned workmen ns stated below with effect from 
4-2-1973 : — 

1. Sri Bikash Banerjec 

2. Sri Ashoke Bancrjce 

3. Sri Sk. Robbani 

4. Sri Paritosh Roy 

5. Sri Sunil Kumar Chattc jee 

4. That it is also agreed that whenever any permanent 
vacancy in the following category i.c. Timber Mazdoor, 
Trammer, Explosives Carrier, Haulage Khalasi arises in future 
the 15 workmen named below wdl be given first prefer- 
ence for the employment by the management according to 
their respective competency. 

1. Sri Gora flown, 2. Sri Atul Bowri, 3. Sri Birendra 
Roy, 4. Sri Lima Bowri, 5. Sri Bibckananda Roy, 6. Sri 
Jagadish Bowri, 7. Sri Sadhan Adhikary, 8. Sri Mamk Muchi, 
9. Sri Sudhir Dome, 10 Sri Ktrtic Mukherjce 11. sri Bhaskar 
Roy, 12. Sri Dhananjoy Chakraborty, 13. Sri Baranashi Roy, 
14. Sri Bhola Ahir and 15. Sri Sk, Nansad, 

5. That as Sri l.akhan Mondal had already taken his legal 
dues including full and final payment, the question of pro- 
viding employment to him doer not arise. 


“T*TT H ( or TBT T 0 ®" EHTf, 3PU> TIFT 

giwc Fcet trai^Ei kf dt [?Hdi -srtV oiVIuhtt 

TTFrV, R* PfiylPvId errfwf eft, klTT eft 1968, 1969 
3ff? 1970 ^ PtH) WeP 5TTT dllP^d 20 fltfBfRT 

eft ft eftFT 4 HW eft RET WcfNcf ft 1 ? yP?" 

7ft TiftdiR i'ly/ftd ?fkp erf R*, JTrftyt eft 4 Pcfl), cMf 
eft “Nr^r irrrr 4 swr ^ ?” 

raw w/ 29011 / 4 / 72 -OT 3TT7 4] 

New Delhi, the 17th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 394. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Kharonia and Gaurishankar Mica Mines Own- 
ed by Messrs. Gurucharan Ram & Sons, Mica Mine Owners, 
Post Office Jhumritelaiya, District Hazaribagh and their work- 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 


6. That the workmen will not be entitled to any other 
relief. 

The parlies, therefore, jointly pray that 

The Hon’ble Tribunal will be pleased to permit the parties 
for settling their dispute under Reference on the terms and to 
pass an Award accordingly treating this petition ns a part 
thereof and for this act of kindness your petitioners shall 
ever pray. 

S. NAG 

Authorised representative 
and 

Finance Manager, 

Nag’s Kujora Jambad Colliery 
P.O. Ukhra, Distt. Burdwan. 

B. SING AZAD. 
General Secretary, 
Khan Shramlk Congress, 
P.O. Ukhra (Burdwan) 

Dated : 23-1-1973. 

Witness 1. Sd/- 

Witncss 2. Sd/- 


And, whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad constituted under 
section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the demand of the workmen employed in 
Kharonia and Gaurishankar Mica Mines of Messrs. 
Gurucharan Ram and Sons, Mica Mine Owners, 
Post Office Jhumritelaiya, District Hazaribagh for 
payment of bonus (a) 20 per cent of the wages earn- 
ed by them for the accounting years 1968, 1969 
and 1970 is justified? If not, to what quantum of 
bonus are the workmen entitled for each of the 
above three years?" 

[No. I.-29011/4/72-UR, JVJ 


24 WTft, 1973 


Pcjetft, ]7 TO (7, 1973 

arpfer 

WT. 31T. 304. — yff: flT^TR eft TW if Pd fTrft 

giTrcey 31 if* PtPbFt 6 '?' Pu'X'q] ft Clft fl* ftftft 
TW IJW ftl-T, 3fT|^ TUT BlPw STTR7 gfjq ftffftftT, 

Pttttt i ir eft miPw 3rft nWwi 3D^ hftP ft 

PrpftwP 3ifV yyft enfanft ft ftk 
Ptcft Pr^mpp 4 : 

3ffV «T7T: ft^ftk BWT7 JTf PtCTT l frf Pqofzirp ft 

pTft) Pd^' PkM ^ ( 41 <ft« my ETflTfTTfl’ if , 

STff:, arc, PniT arfkrPdyy, 1947 094 7 37T 

14) eft yT7T 10 eft TTORI (1) ft W 3T7T RTW 

^rPrfUTf ffTT qyfil eraft ftkk EIT^Tf UW 

PrrrT eft w 3rPtrPflw eft ynr 7-ei ft arftk y?W 
ft-kk yrem 3ftfftfke; sdkerrw, wiff eft 
ft Pet; P-k f P^id enrk ft 1 i 


eufter 

STT. SR. 395.— W: ftkk BTCTTf eft TFT ft* Pei ?TITp 
wifi -3ffl;^ ip Pcffft^k PtysncP 4 cr 1 if qTjfeff mckk 
kpiTd'r, PttttsV, Pw cnwTT (P*r?rr) 4 ippwc jt 

EW P-uiN^t 3fPr =hify)R T ^ tTTg sifktpPipji 
PtTFT Pdftiff T fl ' f , 

ariV w: btw wff Ptctt k wrPffuk 4 Psrr 

Pff^Pw wky JEErk ^ , 

3J7T: 3JC, sriklfpirc; PwT 3ffyPfl4fl, 1947 (1947 W 14) 

kf yirr io.k? wym (i) 4 w (y) firrr rtvT idPAd-nl' 
err yyfir eratt ePkk btctt fj yyy Pyery eP 
arPyfflw efl to 7-*t 4, anfk rPot 4^h wrmr 
afpy^ror (kF-rr ?,), ubw k ^Trrpflnfyir 4 Petj 
PfinfPiffff eREft t i 
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( l ) wwf ffaafafarT irkm Tmfai rr mn: *f srfaffarfipT 
A % fan TfTtJ tAt <jTk ffarralit Jr TtsrfaTT 


rpr? raHftU®r c 

ITT TTriT 'dk 

% ffTTiT $ ? 

% rfS TT TFT 

'TS’TTh 

^TiT 

1. k wkm fat? 



2. p 4 ) sjfa fa^ 



3. ktrirthr fa^ 

^ ^T’l 


4. •fr nfw fair 

rai 

Ykf 

5, k tfc sfhrr far? 



6. "-ft sFragrji; 

Tram 

fhqv.ifa 

7. tfffararr'T 


fWrifff 

8 . k fakf 

^iTT-ffrr 


8 . * 4 t jfTR Trie 


1 0 . * 4 ) rr^RTt SRTR 

rnfRtr (k^) For i#tf 

( 2 ) «FTT tratlrfar yf, 

rarrr kfn, : 

OTTeT 3(ih<'c7 y, 

hk kfa y krq ffaykr Wy 1 ? 

*rk ^ nt kw 3 Fpk rut toi £ ? 


(3) ^rr «tiF>;rd yt but k; tk«ft rspftr ftk ariV 
TRrr tut, (wVrrf) y wfT: »pTrfcrr arranter arfr 

B^prr tfaq^ knqT tTFTI ml\Tr, cmMfkq efk ft, 

y £ k*r ar^rk y wn £-? 

[tf. n^r./290U(41)/72-<r^. 3IT7.-4.3 
Now Delhi, the 24th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.0. 395.— WHEREAS the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers 
in relation to the management of Parshva Properties Limited, 
Pipradih District Shahabad (Bihar) and their workmen in respect 
of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

AND, WHEREAS the Central Government considcis it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the po wets conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2) Dhanbad constituted under 
section 7 A of the said Act, 

SCHEDULE 

(1) Whether the following workmen are entitled for daily 
allowance for the period of deputation at Dalmlanagar 
and travelling allowances on account of transfer from 
Murli/Pipradih to Dalmianagar? 


SI. 

No 

Name 

Designation 

Place of origi- 
nal posting 

1. 

Sri Kameshwar Singh 

Darwan 

Murli 

2. 

Sri Hari Singh 

Danvan 

Murli 

3, 

Sri Awadhesh Singh 

Darwan 

Murli 

4. 

Sri Mahesh Singh 

Darwan 

Murli 

5. 

Sri Ram Loki Singh 

Darwan 

Murli 

6. 

Sri Chandra Bahadur 

Darwan 

Pipardih 

7. 

Sri Bishwanath Dubey 

Fitter 

Pipardih 

8. Sri Sarlkha Mlstry 

Hammer-man 

Pipardih 

9. 

Sri Devan Ram 

Helper 

Pipardih 

10 . 

Sri Maheshwar Pd. 

Helper 

Pipardih 


(2) Whether the action of the management in suspending 
Shri Pyara Singh, Shaval Operator for five days was justi- 
fied? If not, to what relief is the workman entitled? 

(3) Whether the demand of the workmen that Sarvasbri 
Raghubir Singh and Raja Ram, Helpers, should be 
appointed as Bulldozer Operator and Truck Driver 
respectively is justified? If so, to what relief are these 
workmen entitled ? 

[No, L-2901 1 (41 )/72-LR.IV] 


ketft, 24 Wfl, 1973 

amV 

VT. an. 396.— W: tfiraT? yt TFT £ k> put 

y kkkV fyprf £ inf ft TOWFT 
qrRTO], Trkff qkksRT, eiwr 3m[yrVr ("hthtt y?r), 
uttwr y tFnwtr it kikrat kV shkrnf 
% sfk ittt; Wr kywR ' £ , 

arfr *rfr: ykk tnw a^tr km?- y ^nrrikr i fyr y kt? 
kykrfr wrt yukk TFroeft £ , 

arm ara, 3^.1 fkra kn t arkkoFr, 1947 (1947 w 14) 
lflnilT74! arfr WITT 10 Tfl eFTWlTT (1) ^ (rr) ^t?T 
RffsT ikyrsrf «FT TTEtk JfiTrf ^tf, tnrair 

qra affciffjTO takracor irkrr i^nft y, knk 
akram %ft fnkr RiTFiar bt*^ rH ipw scrip 
ftrrr ariV kw k 3"W sii'-Mkra arkrarw y ^kt- 
ktfVB- y kor kykm «snfr £ i 

<tbt irawr Twraj Tfakfr ikukRT, 

(WNTOIFFkT) THTFIFT £ RTFB7FT ^ITT aririt tfkyiVf ^ 
T^rtt ara^R, 1971 *t JfBR afWkra £ ? 

irk §t, y 4 k*r k^m fra pktkrfr kq ark Brkrq ?" 

[TOT r^r-2901l/33/71-W. 5(77.-41 
New Delhi, the 24th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 396. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Rajasthan Atomic Power 
Project, Post Office Anushakti (Fm-Kota), Rajasthan and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Sche- 
dule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 7A, and clause (dj of sub-section (1) of section 10, 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the 

Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal 
with Shri Updesh Narain Mathur, as Presiding Officer with 
headquarters at Jaipur and refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the said industrial Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether conservancy charges levied by the management 
of Rajasthan Atomic Power Project, Post Office 
Anushakti (via Kota), Rajasthan from their em- 
ployees with effect from 1st October, 1971 are ex- 
orbitant? If so, to what extent should they be re- 
vised? 

[No, L-2901 1/38/71-LR.IVJ 
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fe fefe, fetrr 25 wnr, 1973 

aifer 

"kt. w. 39i.~ J sdT: rfr^R- fe'feidi ^feTfe e^RT fe 

4 pR ^tj ferfeitf aft feh.N f 4 4Nr wt 3 i^rrrr^RT? 
frir; tt mw tr^t? fecrrfen srftrwr. ft ^tft 
fwr 4 fe fefenT fen trut in fe -rrar iiferrfe, 

*tmr ^rtf *7 vjr. (fern srf? uferr cwi^r t 4 jif^reTRT 
t fen 37T. ;n. 1584. inrhg- 21 feV, 1 070 4 Tirn mtw 4 
7T5PTT 4 'RTF 1 , 75n^ 3 , 1317yr§" (21 , fete 2 fe 1970 

4 q<fnfer ^srr '*nr 1 ' 

SFT R7T: fe/Jq F7TF 'TFT 4' JTFT TFT I =H IT C-RFfe 

4 fefefe tfft ‘4 ttw arfarfenr 4 , frsfer 4 
fe 4 fesWFT feR/T %£ fA 

3TTT:, arv, 4Vnfe ferr; fejferir, 1947 (1947 te u> 
4f ym ;id^ trt Rfer ifffefe nn Tfe fe s;n. 44 ft 
tttttr fftt rtf wst tff ferfFiRr t4 aittt 7-t 4 arfe 
irfer rtft -ht^f -Jtfefef; arftr'Kmr (ftmt 2'). ^rf ft 
4 fe> irfT^r feffer Fife 4 1 

aRTp4 

|-^TgFR- fefertcr ferir<T wfeT feorfe niV Tfe 
Wnrrrf 4 fer fete - 29 3fft4. 1970 m stt terfef 4 snr~ 
fe ferr 3 4 feii^ 4 crferr inm i-n ^ir arferfes 
Rrr7ife^F;r 5n=fe sun tfenr hot 4 fefer 4 tTRter 4 
fen TRn amrifepr Tif rff tttuttt 4 adt. few siiV 
rfe 4 rrwiq- T 7 afenrriFr fen grr. sit. 15)54, fefe 2; 
anfe i97o 4 rtf nfesRi tfe vn. fefe arfer 4 tvt 
Tofe fer arqr nfe ft tfe 4 fef tit 3FT fefef c-rife 4 
OTT. fer4 fTRRTj 4 fernr 4 irffer fefer 'ip.’|n?r 
fen TRn rt, frN fer anrr Tfe ^rr ^4 4 fer TRu nTr ( -F i 

r4 rrn>. T'T-l 7im / 15 / 724 TR. snr-i 1 

[4. FT. WT-1701l/l5/72-P?r- aRT.-l] 

New Delhi. Ihe 25ih January, 197.1 
ORDER 

S.O, 397. — Whereas an industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the Indian Mercantile Insurance 
Company Limited and their workmen was referred for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Itombuy and its award was published in Part II Section 3. 
Sub-Section (in) of Gazette of India dated the 2nd May, 
1.97(1 with Ihe notification of the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation 
No. S.O. 1584 dated the 2 1 si April, 197(1. 

And, whereas in the opinion of the Central Government 
difficulties have arisen as to the interpretation of the said award, 
in respect of the question specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

Nov., therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 3 6 A of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (II ol 
1947), the Central Government hereby refers the said ques- 
tion for decision to the Central Government Industrial Tri- 
bunal (No. 2), Bombay constituted under section 7.\ of the 
said Act. 

42 G. of I./72— 8. 


SCHEDULE 

Whether I he award relating to revision of dearness al- 
lowance given bv the Central Government Indus- 
trial Tribunal. Bombay, published with the notifi- 
cation of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Labour. Employment and Rehabilitation No, 
•S.O. 1584, dated the 21st April, 1970 in terms of 
demand No. Ill of the memorandum of settlement 
dated the 291 li January, J970 arrived ut between 
the lr,iian Mercantile Insurance Company Limited 
and their workmen should be for every five point 
rise or ft ill over the quarterly average or rise or 
fall over the quarterly average in relation to which 
file last revision in dearness allowance was allowed? 

|.F. No. I . 1701 1 /I J/72-LR.II 
S. S, SAH ASKANAMAN, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, thw 25th January, 1973. 

S.O. 398. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the Oriental Fire and 
General Insurance Company Limited, Kanpur and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on 
the 12th January, 1973. 

[K, No. 25/29/68-1. R. III(LR.1)[ 

S. S. SAH ASR AN AM AN, L'nder Secy, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUN A L-Cr/,Vf-LA HOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR. 

(CAMP AT ALLAHABAD) 

Dated 7th December, 1972. 

Case Ref. No. CGIT LC (R) (6) of 1971. 

Parties : 

Mr. Justice S. N. Katju-— Presiding Officer. 

(Notification No. 25/29/68-LR. Ill dated 4-9-1968 and 
subsequent Notification No. 25, 29/6S-I K. Ill (LIU) dated 
13-5-1971). 

Patties : 

Employers in relation to the Oriental Fire & General 
Insurance Company Limited. Kanpur and thcii 
workmen represented through the Oriental Eire and 
General Insurance Employees Association. 128-B 72, 
Kidwai Nngar, Kanpur-4. 

Appearances : 

For employers — Sri S. C. Mitra. 
l v or workmen — Sri S. V. Desica. 

Industry: Insurance Company District Kanpur 1 L.P.). 

AWARD 

This is a reference under Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947. The question referred to is: — 

■‘Whether the management of the Oriental Fire and. 
General Insurance Company Limited, Kanpur was 
justified in discontinuing the services of Chunga 
l.al front November. 1967 and if not to what relief 
is the workman entitled?" 

Changa l.al was employed by the Oriental Fire and General 
Insurance Company Limited. Kanpur ( hereinafter called the 
Company on April 15, 1966 and according to him. he was 
in continuous employment of the Company upto 27-11-1967 
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and his duties consisted of cleaning latrines, urinals and 
wash basins and sweeping floors and he Was also doing 
general cleaning work in the premises of the Company. The 
ofllce of the Company was formerly situated at Bhargava 
Estate on the Mall Kanpur and was shifted from there in 
1967 to more spacious premises ntnr the Central Telegraph 
Office, Kanpur. It was alleged that the floor area of the 
premises near the Central Telegraph Office was approximate- 
ly about I.} times larger than the premises where the 
office was located earlier. The workman was said to have 
been paid a sum of Rs. 2.50 P. per day as his wages with- 
out any allowances and was not given a regular grade even 
after the completion of his probationary period. He claim- 
ed that he was entitled to draw a minimum basic salary of 
Rs. 80/- together with dearness allowance, in the pay scale 
of Rs. 80-3-119-4-135-5-150. It was further stated by him 
that, his probationary period could not exceed six months 
and it catne to an end on 14-7-1966 and therefore he be- 
came u confirmed employee in a regular grade with till the 
facilities attached to the post with effect from 15-7-1966 
He also claimed the benefit of the Provident Fund Scheme 
of the Company with effect from 15-7-1966 or alternatively 
from 15-10-1966. According to the workman, the trouble 
between him and the Company started in October, 1967 
when he was not paid his wages for working on a Sunday 
(October 1, 1967) and on October 2. 1967 which was 
Mahatma Gandhi's Birthday and a holiday. The Associa- 
tion intervened on his behalf and the employers disliking 
the workman's approach to the Association started harassing 
and victimizing him. The matter was referred for concilia- 
tion before the Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) 
Kanpur in which according to the workman the employers 
misled the Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) and 
gave wrong information. The workman has contended that 
He was wrongly removed from service with effect from 
28-1 1-1967. Thereafter the discharge of the workman was 
discussed at length between the Association and the Regional 
Manager of the Company before the Asstt. Labour Com- 
missioner (Central) and the Company agreed to take buck 
the workman in its employment. He was reinstated in his 
service in March. 1968 but again his services were wrongly 
terminated with effect from March 29, I96S. 

The management contended that the workman. ( lumen 
Lai- was only required to sprinkle water as a IJhishty and he 
was paid for the specific work done by him and therefore 
there was no question of any payment for overtime work 
done by C'hanga Lai. There was no work for hint after 
26-11-1967 and his services were again terminated. Again 
he was given the work of cleaning windows and panes etc. 
in Marc ft, 196S and was paid Rs. 45/-. After the work 
was finished his services were terminated. The management 
contended that according to the workman himself his 
services' had been terminated finally on March, 29, I96R. 

The management has raised a preliminary objection that, 
(lie reference which requires thc_ consideration of the ques- 
tion whether the Company was justified in discontinuing the 
services of Changa Ltd front November, 1967 is not main- 
tainable. Three other issues in addition to the one as set in 
the schedule to the reference were framed by the Tribunal: — 

2. Was C'hanga I a) only doing the work as alleged by 

the management and as such is not a workman'.’ 

3. Ts the reference bad in law and beyond the jurisdic- 

tion of this Tribunal as alleged by the manage- 
ment? 

4. Whether the services of Changa Ltd were discon- 

tinued in the last week of November. 1967 and not 
in September, 1967. If so, its tiled'.’ 

ft. may be mentioned that originally Ihc date oi discon- 
tinuance of the services of Changa Lai was mentioned as. 
“September” 1967. Thereafter by a Notification the word 
"November” was substituted for “September” as set. out in 
the schedule to the reference. The management objected lo 
the aforesaid amendment in the order of reference. The 
objection was heard by my predecessor and he expressed 
the view by his order dated 27th October. 197J that the 
Government was entitled to correct the aforesaid clerical 
error and the amendment in the reference was not had in 
law. Thus the word ”, September'' in issue No. 4 has lo be 
read as “November”. 

Issues No. 3 and 4 ntay be taken together. 


Changa Lai has stated in his written statement ciim-m - 
joinder that having been appointed in the service of the 
Company he was in continuous employmenl “under the dis- 
ciplinary control of the Company upto 27-11-1967”, It was 
further stated by him that he was "finally removed from 
service with effect from 28-11-1967 on account of the em- 
ployers policy of victimisation and malice”. He stated 
that: — 

"Immediately after inspection by the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner and prolonged discussions between 

the Association and the Regional Manager on 
20-2-1968, the Regional Manager agreed to ghe 
the workman a regular appointment letter and 
shortly thereafter reinstated hint in service in 
March, 1968. But shortly thereafter his services 
were wrongfully terminated with efTeet from 

March, 29, 1968.” 

Again in support of the Central Government amendment 

order in the schedule to the . reference by substituting: 

‘November’' for “September” it' was alleged that chaiig.i 
Tail "was in continuous service from 15-4-1966 to the last 
week of November, 1967”. 

It appears that Changa I.al was 16 or 17 years old when 
he was first taken in the employment of the Company in 
1966. At first Changa l.til staled that his age was 22 
'ears. In his statement before me he stated that he was 
25 seats old. He filed ari extract of a Birth Register before 
me (Ex. W/ 14). It gives the father's name us "Jivrakbnii 
Sweeper” and it mentions that n male child was born oi. 
6-11-1947 at Kanpur. Tile age of the mother is given ns 
25 years and tile number of pregnancy is mentioned as 
“3rd", Changa Lai staled before me that he was the only 
issue of his parents and he has no brothers and sisters and 
he did not know whether any other child was born to his 
parents before or after he was born. The aforesaid oxliulT 
of the Birth Register does not conclusively show that it re- 
fines to the birth of Changa Lai. I( appears that Changa 
I »1 was about 16-17 years old when fie was taken in the 
Company's employment in 1966. It is not unusual for a 
member belonging to the sw'ceppr community to get em- 

ploymenl before, he attains majority. Mr. S. C. Milra con- 
tended that Changa Lai's employment in (he Company's 
services was on daily wage basis and this is further sup- 

ported. apart from the other evidence on record, by the 
Met that Changa Lai had not attained majority when he was 
taken in the employment of the Company. 

The case of the Company from the very outset was that 
Changa Lai did not perform any work after the last week 
of November. 1967 and thereafter Changa Ltd was again 
employed to pcrlurm the work of dusting and cleaning of 
window panes etc. on Rs. 3 per day and Lhe work was 

finished in 15 days. Changa Lai's own case was that his 
services were terminated in November, 1967 and it was 

admitted by him that lie was again re-employed in March, 
1968 when his services were terminated by the Companv. 
H was argued on behalf of Changa I.al that (he Company 
was not justified in discontinuing his services from November, 
1967 and consequently the fuel of his re-employment in 
Match. 1968 which was again followed by termination of 
his service did not materially allect the question as set out 
in the schedule to the. reference and it has lo be considered 
whether the Company was justified in discontinuing his 
services from November, 1967. 

The fact that Changa I.al, according to his owai admission, 
was reinstated in his service in March, 1968, cannot be 
overlooked and his re-employment in March, 1968 had the 
efleet of bringing him again in the employment of the Com- 
pany and lhe final removal of his service in March, 1968 
•has to be looked into. Under these circumstances, it can- 
not be said that only the question of ihc termination of 
Changa l.al’s services in November, 1967 should be looked 
into and the admitted fact of his reinstatement in March, 
)968 could he ignored. There is no escape from the con- 
clusion that Changa Lai was re-employed in March, 1968 
md if there is force in his contention that his employment 
could not be terminated in the manner as it was done by 
(he Company then the fact remains that his services were 
finally terminated in March, 1968 and not in November, 
1.967. Under these circumstances, the question as set out 
in the schedule (o the reference cannot be fully answered 
irrespective of the subsequent happening in March, 1968, 
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1 have, therefore, come to the conclusion that the reference 
as it stands is defective and 1 cannot give my award on this 
basis. My answers to Issues No. 3 and 4 is that Changa 
Lai’s services were discontinued in March. 1968 and not in 
November, 1967 and the reference before me is bad la law 
and beyond the jurisdiction of this Tribunal. 

According to the Changa Lai, he was employed to work 
us a Sweeper and not as a Bhishty as alleged by the Com- 
pany. His case is that he worked for over an year in the 
employment of the Company. He has placed reliance on 
clauses 25 and 26 of the settlement dated 5-9-1968 between 
the All India Insurance Employees Association. Calcutta and 
the All India Federation of the Oriental Fire & General 
Insurance Employees Association, Bombay. Clause 25 of the 
aforesaid settlement says that it will apply with certain 
amendments which are set out in the clause “to temporary 
employees of the Company other than those temporary 
employees who are no longer in service on the date of this 
Settlement. Clause 26 says: — 

(a) New employees will be recruited on a probationary 
period of three months and in case the Company 
considers a further extension necessary, they will 
have the right to extend the probation for a period 
not exceeding three months. 

(b) Where the Company has a certain special piece of 

work to be completed, it may recruit personnel for 
that specific work and the service of such personnel 
may be terminated on the special work being 

completed or within a period of six months which- 
ever is earlier. 

Relying on Section 25F of the Act, it was contended on 
behalf of Changa Lai that he was a workman within the 
meaning of the Act and he had been in continuous service 
of the Company for moic than an year and he could 
only be retrenched after the compliance of the conditions 
set out in the Section. It was urged on behalf of the Com- 
pany that Changa Lai was employed temporarily on daily 
wages for doing the work of a Bhishty. In his application 
to the Company dated 15-4-1966 (Ex. M/1) Changa Lai 
stated: — 

“I understand that you require the services of a water - 
man in a temporary vacancy on daily wages basis. 
I, therefore, beg to offer my services for the same. 
The daily wage rate of Rs. 2.00 per day is accept- 
able to me." 

There are cuttings on 2 places in the aforesaid application. 
The word “Sub-stall" has been cut and over it. has been 
written “Waterman". Again the word “Leave" before the 
word "vacancy" has been cut and over the word “leave" 
the word “temporary" hus been written. It was not con- 
tended by Changa Lai that the aforesaid cuttings had been 
made subsequently. Even if the aforesaid cuttings are not 
taken into consideration the sentence would read thus: — 

“I understand that you require Ihe services of a Sub- 
stall" in a leave vacancy on daily basis". 

Changa Lai admitted in his deposition before me that 
“sometimes I used to get wages daily and sometimes after 

2 or 3 days". Irrespective of the fact that Changa Lai was 
employed as a Bhishty or as a Sweeper it cannot be denied 
that lie comes within the definition of a “workman" as 
given in Section 2(s) of the Act. Sri P. N. Jalota, Asstt. 
Administrative Officer of the Company has stated in his 
examination-in-chief that Changa Lai was employed fot 
sprinkling water outside the office. But he admitted in his 
cross-examination that he did not have personal knowledge 
of the fact as to what were the working hours of Changa 
Lai as a Bhishty and he could not say whether Changa Lai 
never did the “work of cleaning lavatory at any time." It 
is difficult to believe that there would have been any work 
of sprinkling water on “Tatties” during the winter months. 
Changa Lais case that he was working as a Sweeper was 
also supported by the evidence of Nokhc T.al who is also 
working as a Sweeper in the Company. He stated that he 
had brought Changa Lai and the latter did the work of 
cleaning bath rooms and sweeping lloors. I am not prepared 
to disbelieve the statement of Changa Lai and Nokhc Lai 
and hold that while Changa Lai might also have been 
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doing the work of sprinkling and carrying water he also 
did the usual work of a sweeper in the premises of the 
Company. There is, however, sufficient evidence to indi- 
cate that Changa Lai was paid on daily wage basis. Vouchers 
and Receipts Ex. M|12, M|13, M14, M|I5, M|16 and 
M/38 support Ihe Company’s case that payment was made 
to Changa Lai on the basis of daily wages and sometimes 
on account of the particular work that he was asked to do. 
Ex. M/37 relates to the extra payment to Changa Lai for 
the work done by him beyond office hours. There is noth- 
ing to indicate that Changa l.al was paid any fixed monthly 
salary. Changa Lai remained in trie employment of the 
Company from the time of his initial employment from 
15-4-1966 till November, 1967. Since his employment was 
on daily basis there is no conclusive evidence to indicate 
that he was employed throughout and there was no break 
in his service. The provisions of Sec. 25F of the Act re- 
late to a workman who has been employed in continuous 
service of any industry for not less than one year. Read 
with clause 25 of Ihe aforesaid settlement of 1968 il was 
argued that even a temporary workman would come with- 
in the ambit of Sec, 25F. Even if that is so and a workman 
on daily wage basis could be said to come within the mean- 
ing of "workman" as envisaged by Section 25F. there must 
be retrenchment of the workman in order to attract the 
provisions of the Section 25F. 

Sri S. C. Mitru on behalf of the Company relying on 
Barsi l ight Railway Company Ltd. and another Vs. loglekar 
(k.N.) and others (1957 I-I.I..J SC. p. 243) contended that 
there could be no retrenchment unless there is discharge of 
surplus labour or staff. There is nothing on the record to 
indicate that Changa Lai. was functioning as “surplus labour 
or staff". According to his own case both he and Nokhe 
l.al were performing the duties of sweepers in the Com- 
pany's establishment. It cannot, therefore, be said that the 
provisions of Sec. 25F apply in the present ease. Mr, Milra 
Placed reliance on Rule 13 of the First Schedule to the 
Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act which says 
that a worker on day to day work is not entitled to any 
notice for termination of his services. My answer to the 
second issue is that Changa Lai was doing the work of a 
sweeper and he was a workman and the Company was 
justified in discontinuing his services in November, 1967 and 
again in March, 1968. 

My award, therefore, is that, the reference is not main- 
tainable and the workman is not entitled to any relief. 1 
make no order as to costs. 

S. N. K.ATIU, Presiding Officer 


31 vRTrF, 1973 

art. 3JT. 399.— ira": H1TTT 4H WT, rhjfW 3jfr 

^rqftT Hffitffiq- (%nr arft ttjhth FtW) qrf Eredrr 

? TT. 3ff. 4427, 5 f‘TB'R'17, 1967 arf? fTHi /TW qf^f 

2lffJT[TRT f<Ntl qil. 3IT. 450 TTT5 24 TFFlVF, 1970 

•srftrH/i -i i w’eqi sfit, srr. 2145 . i^hiA 25 *3^, 1971 frnT 

^rfSTT aifniffiTT < u| ( t|-|S||^ q> q nqfvl T jf 

to srfciwi an Bnefi' f 

3rd": erqr iV-uq 1947 (1947 qq 14) 

qrf 11171 a q? 4 srttw w 77537 nr y.'tin 

^ ^7 T'ffir Tt trett if aifuTfpT^rr q> 

ffTiFw fft q/F rnfhr it tw yrffr 3ifVi!lVfi 

qr ’forrfpi' aifiiwr qryfr f 1 

furor i7/:i/eG-iT?r.3n7. 4 / 3 ^ qu? 5 c (d;i 

<ST- 3FTT TTUTT 
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New Delhi, the 31st January, 1973 

S.O. 399. — Whereas a vaeany has occnred in the office 
of the Presiding Officer of the National Industrial Tribunal, 
Dhanbad, constituted by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabi- 
litation (Department of Labour and Employment ) No. 

S.O. 4427, dated the 5th December, 1967 read with notifi- 
cation No. S.O. 450 dated the 24th January, 1970 and noti- 
fication No. S.O. 2145 dated the 25th May, 1971; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of section 
8 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby appoints Shri Durgeshwar Dayal 
Seth as the Presiding Officer of the said National Indus- 
trial Tribunal, with effect from the dale of the publication 
of the notification in the official Gazette. 

[No. 17/3 /66-LRlV/l&E(I)] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 


^ ftj <wft, 22 31*1", 1972 

«*nr. 3TT. 400. — 'TrT: UTffiT? 'ffi LPT f 3B?f 

4 fttwf 4 imr 1 4 

felfffidV 4ff fspreYf apffcpdYf (tpT. 3f. t^T) 6I4MT 
fsRrr 4 arm 3tfr 

4 «fhr arf^rtfTpr f , 

arfr ttRT: TITW ITW 4 felY 

arm srrer^r inmtff f , 

■3171: 3f*T, fWf aifarfpEET, 1947 (1947 *fiT 14) 

*fft «m io (i) 4 Bffisr (to ^nn httstt jfitrTnrf 

TT^tn- ffinf frrr, inndr tjw ?Wr «fi 

I3W OI7T l-w. 4 3PtfhT atsE 4^ HT3> H 

gf'^ifrjiffi 3if WTirtiT ^ Rrprfffiif^T 4 fur 
fficiff f i 

“^Err fiiWdir nr/'fe- 4\ fWVf *ff)Wr? 

(tr. 4. jpu siw ^=rew, Fsett 4 

ipiRfmwvr aft, tt liw ?ff. fft./i43/'ft. t/rr. 
T ; T./39/7l/280 14 e/, 1971 fffiTT 'it ?#T 

Ml 6 !, ^tVqcti feiThfi, aft ifai EETET =14 *f aft 

ffiFfarcfr ^I'dff'dfi 4? a#, fit «[i^u 

aa siiV fw Tmtu if tl" 

Lti. Ter./19012/47/72-Ter, 3m.-2,i 

'ft, Jsmrferrw, aiar tn^L 

New Delhi, 22nd June, 1977. 

ORDER 

S.O. 400. — WHEREAS the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Victory Colliery 
(M. J. Croup) of Coal Products Private Limited, Post 
Office Nutandanga, District Burdwan and their workmen in 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto an- 
nexed; 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Indus- 


trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Ihe Central Govern- 
ment hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, consti- 
tuted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Victory 
Colliery (M. J. Croup) of Coal Products Private 
Limited, Post Office Nutandanga, District Burdwan, 
in terminating the services of Shri Dilip Ghosh, 
Provident Fund Clerk, by their letter No. VC/ 143/ 
PSN/39/71/280, dated the 14th May, 1971, is justi- 
fied? If not, to what relief is the workman en- 
titled to and from which date?" 

[No. L/19012/47/72-LR1L] 
V. SANKARAT.1NGAM, Under Secy. 


^ 25 THPrtf, 1973 

«irr. air. 40i.-^NnVf ET l a iK T Few ariV 

fatw 1952 (1952 ffiT 19) aft 4TTTT 13 aft TTOITT 

(1) f4T7T HTWT ffiT ERtfiT a>nt ETf 3lfV ETTTf 8TW 

^ ^ ftw 3ftV Epffihr TTSTTeUT (W 3ftV rflHTTT" 

fcrmrr) aft 3 rhri£tRT pr. yn. 3 R. 2067 ffiiW 21 ri 5 , 1909 

Jff irfriYT 'WTf §TT fTTZFTT LT. tf. Tmft'l |)t 4^ TO 

arir srtfhT frrfw fWf ^ rpTtinrf 

4 fePT UTffiTT 4 «TT f^jrnTtiET 

0TT 5JT ifeT '<[H ^ 'iVsffW “'■/ffi’jl if IHffW fWf 
TVERT ^ Wf 4 zjt f^f tflf F4TTT 4 4 f"3Rr^ tW if 

W if fTWT IJT W0Ttf ?t Rl'E'f J [41TrT TT^T 4 

tflT^TTTT fnVfg^ ?H ■d J 'KT «6* rfi J? I 

[IT. T. 12015(l)/70-'ft. cn;. 1] 
New Delhi, 25th January, 1973 

S.O. 401. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Fnnds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), and in 
super-session of the notification of the Government of India 
in the late Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabili- 
tation (Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 
2067 dated the 21st May, 1969, the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri V. A. Lakslimipathy to be an Inspec- 
tor for the whole of the State of Gujarat for the purposes 
of the said Act and of any Scheme framed thereunder, in 
relation to any establishment belonging to, or under the 
tontrol of the Central Government, or in relation to any 
establishment connected with a railway company, a major 
port, a mine or an oilfield or a controlled industry, or in 
relation to an establishment having departments or tranches 
in more than one State. 

[No. A. 12015(1 )/70-PF.I] 


W4o WT° 4 02- — nffi'TlA ILffi aflRT Xtf{ffil4F, 1 948 (l948»TI 
3 4) fit HITT 73 ^ 5TIT iPTfT wff'ffif TT SWffi %rjfrtr 

trait % iirw (4) *r frhriw ^pr^tm 

nfl, to % ttt-r ( 3) R yaun iput q? 

fit £«r if, fjfftSr yrw wfnfhJiR' % wwtr ttih 5 ^ 

!Pjn niff xpffwfit ah rmA jf jt[ to arwihf ah 
yatt stfgftqrr % R«rw 5-47 4 Rtfi^r fhtfwar 

faai^ wfiorPT % irwh, tr *rfti^4vn% yraq^Sr samiq 
ah iTTfPi % tnp ah imfEr 4 fTtr; tn m nar % fTttf sta nar 
far yatt wfBrFm % irttrw 5 air wwf Sr ?r 

srrwT, qft vfr tah ft, tnnztTT tty an) *; 1 
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[*T 38U(33)/72 PpG Pit 0 ] 

S.O. 402. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
73 F of the Employees* State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), 
the Central Government, having regard to the location 
of the factories specified in column (4) of the Schedule 
hereto annexed in areas specified in column (3) of the 
said Schedule in the State of Orissa in which the provisions of 
Chapters IV and V of the said Act arc not in force, hereby exempts 
the said factories from the payment of employer’s Special contri- 
bution leviable un der Chapter VA of the said Act for a period 
of one year from the date of publication of this notification in 
the Official Gazette or until the enforcement of provisions of 
Chapter V of the said Act in those areas, whichever is earlier. 


schedule 


Sf. 

No. 

Name of 
District 

Name of 
Area 

Name of Factory 

I 

2 

3 

4 

1. Cuttack 

Jajpur 

N.C.F..D. Jajpur . North 




Cuttack Electrical Divi- 




sion. 

2. Sambalpur 

Burl a 

Transmission Fire Division 




No. 11. 

3, Sundargarh 

Ka lungs 

Kalunga Saw Mills Orissa 




Forest-Corporation. 




(No. S. 380l4(33)/72-Hl) 


iVvvfr, 30 3FT477, 1973 

9TT. 

an. 403. — =f4nrt7 lmt 

3rffl?H4E, 1948 (1948 

97T 34) 417 HIP 73 J 9‘ f4TJT W 

ft pifpjurf 41T vnrhT 4T# ^ 


PTS'TP 0 ) 97TT, eNt FW BTEl^, 4dl49Ff 4fl, 


tfjf- gbr tf, bnrrf gw 4 ansmr 4 arf'r 5 p5 

tjwr irTfff if 1 , srrmrfr ^ vw pf 577 gw 4 dt 

pt vj’h'd 9? arLTjrq - 5-41 p5 ■srsffa' 3 ti ufi^ 

q5 f*ptk 3rfpwr 45 fujET 4 pf 95 rum if 

wiw 9ft fnVfe - ft *ptf pfl eFrfv 4 tw wffnTr ^ 

ffftt 1 1 

[ft- bfT-38014/28/71-t?^ 3n^.l 

New Delhi, 30lh January, 1973 

S.O. 403. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 
1948), the Central Government having regard to (he loca- 
tion of the factory, namely, Seva Sadan Society, Bombay in 
an area in which the provisions of Chapters IV and V of 
the said Act are in force, exempts the said factory from the 
payment of the employer's special contribution leviable tinder 
Chapter VA of the said Act for a period of one year with 
effect from the date of publication of this notification in the 
Official Gazette. 

[No. S-38014/28/71-HI] 
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4rr. an. 404 .^kfWJ fpfcr 3fff 

faftJ ajfcriPW, 1952 (1952 471 19) 9^ WET 13 9^ ^r-URT 
(1) ?9T7T JEW PtWTTf 971 FRfrr 9W §7) PTUT BT9TR 

4 cNhttt 3iiV riwrp- (vth srfr rkw 

TPWT) 4^ fsrftTf^TT 3fr. 2181 m/faf 12 1970 

94, 3fhT47W, SFJTrf- ET97T7 tf- T BTJ47J 

94 jw yfvfrww sriV w4 anJpr facTVt r fauft f9>et 4 

Jt *i i at *i I 45 UP f /.-/"N 1-t t '1'Tf 9i 4T g <h 4 5d dN un/id tppf 
fw 4 #r n ft ?9pft fV 97»r^r, irfpTfw, aFr ft pw 
#r g^Tfp- w jnifw fftw 4 wr 4f «p 

unm EsW? wtt ft femrn- arftpr; 
TTHtf rf ^t, fl'ffT PDF' 4 ffET ?H F,4'd FTTift 
4 i 

ITT. ^-12016/10/72-^. l?fi. 13 
YvGfhr fair 3f9 r ffNr 

S.O. 404. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Acl, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
and in supersession of the notification of the Government 
of India in the late Ministry of Labour, Employment and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) 
No. S.O. 2181 dated the 12th June, 1970, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby appoints Shri A. A. Bhaskar, to be an 
Inspector for the whole of the State of Mysore for the 
purposes of the said Act and of any Scheme framed there- 
under, in relation to any establishment belonging to, or 
under the control of the Cenlral Government, or in relation 
to any establishment connected with a railway company, a 
major port, a mine or an oilfield or a controlled industry, 
or in relation to an establishment having departments or 
branches in more than one State. 

[No. A-12016/10/72-PF. I] 
DALJ1T SINGH, Under Secy. 


(JJW WJ 3TF(T5RT (ifcirNU FIT 9TRm*J) 

-Tif 25 3l *1 4 <?, 1973 

31TlV 

WT. 3fr, 405.— SR: 4W tpi|cqT l?T ^ H c'lV 

sfrter pt, f?r. r (fpqfpra) 4 4f 

=l i /m 3PF{- q? ^jTfW 3U3-1973 97 FETTFr 

9Tvf cFTT 9rf ^ f/pj SPrij- )' 9T^ 4 FTSFC 9T? 

9ildl4ftr 9lf 9? fvTE 9fp7T aifyfrpptr. 1PC5 9^ 

am 19 (S') 4 srtffa- fspp ^ | 

3jft 5J?J: PT FmTtnp- irfit 97 fa JEEP 4 

wpt 9rrror f, *r4 http jfcctj 4 sr*r aif7 rfanm 

riMvi-H arfy^Rj jf. ^-2 o(42)/g 5 fiats' 

28 ampr, 1965 41 EFT qiVrT 9^ SJITT 19 

4 ®trg (0-) 4 P7 gTTJ tpV- JT^vf pifpJFr) 1 471 rrpfrj 

477rf 577" 14-11-1972 9)i IJPP" Pppl'dpr 3 =rrfl a-qp - 

pfpp- JJ^FT 4} 47TPT9fa- 3jftriWj 9T? WITT 19 

4 (?f) 45 srsftp' 4MtH ^ FPfTP 45^ arfcriT 

1 E#f (TPlfa; 31-12-1972 E14i) 47T 3fT^V 4 4 I 

3T*r aw WW 4? 3lf? JDfr 9 J 4 i' 93 
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r^i e. 1 1 UfT tj'tH E dHH m u s 
ttt. for., sfrffprr i 

ftWmtT 

anterr^r wtjett 

(1) W} 3pflTC7 JR^^T 

( 2 ) ftfclT Tiftl qiVlMl'fi 3 MMdW RTftft 

(3) ^TTNrf^TpT tri^g- 

(4) IRTIM q 

(5) 'Jl’l < « I *T> 

WTty - R W^ET 

(1) Trefr^nr ft. l frr?m tr^tt 

(2) ir^trmr ft. 3 fng-fTr rt§“^t 

(3) ftt RFtft 3r^RfiT*TT WTiFcTi inT 7 ^ 

(4) t*rwrcTftr fftfftnT ft§ 

[ft. sft. q. i6 C30 ) / 72 q^r. qrr.-n 

m ft, ft ftftft, 

STR 2Rft3RT (ft ftk) 

[Office of (lie Chief Labour Commissioner (Central)] 

New Delhi, the 25th January, 1973 

ORDER 

S.O. 405. — Whereas an application has been made under 
section 19(b) of the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 by Messrs. 
Krishnappa Asbestos and Barytes Pvt. Ltd. (employer) in rela- 
tion to their establishments mentioned in the Schedule below 
for extension of the period for the payment of bonus to (heir 
employees for the accounting year ending on 31-3-1972. 

And whereas being satisfied that there are sullicient reasons 
to extend the time, I have, in exercise of the powers conferred 
on me by the proviso to clause (b) of Section 19 of the 
said Act, rend with the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Labour and Employment No. WB. 
20(42)/65 dated the 28lh August, 1965, passed order on 
14-11-1972 extending the peiiod for payment of the said 
bonus by the said employer by one month (i.e. up to 
31-12-1972) from the last dale for payment of bonus, under 
clause (b) of Section 19 of the Act. 

Now this is published for information of the employer and 
all the employees of the said establishment. 

SCHEDULE 

Name and address of 
the cmployer(s) 

The Krishnappa Asbestos & Barytes 
Pvt. Ltd-, Cuddapah. 


ESTABLISHMENT 

Asbestos Mines 

1. Reddy Asbestos Mine. 

2. Sita and Dorasant Asbestos Mine. 

3. Kalcmanigutta Asbestos Mine. 

4. Hanuman Asbestos Mine. 

5. General Staff. 

Barytes Mines 

1. Shotrium No. I Barytes Mine. 

2. Shotrium No. Ill, Barytes Mine. 

3. Sri Gandi Anjaneya Bartyes Mine. 

4. Thallapnlli Chipping Shed, 

[No. BA. 16(36)/72-LS. I] 
R. I. T. D MELLO, 

Chief Labour Commissioner (Central). 

(tpEffft - ?flVu«i) 

*ft f^Teft, 30 fftTTm, 1073 

xrr. cmt. 406.— frwftw sftrftrr (ftftm ?nir '^urfro 
arftrfftw, 1954 (1954 44) ft} tJTTT 3 gtniTTT (1) 

7=tHl STTcff J(| T 'Tel 1 RR RRft §73 JJFlft 

fTRT ftRUT et PT>I7 ft f/l =f f+T fr^rRT ft ITgl??^ 311 'Hj'BT 

ft} wr. ft}. f'TTTtc , '9l ft TTgUDR 311^177, 

T q h i J i , rraur pttrtr ft prftl Rft 'EftF ft aftVrfiw grftW 

'2-rfyf>-| i\ ff ^RRT JIT 76 ~l SfeiftrT st^NbTT 3t I *),47r ft ■*.( W 

nft tprmrr ft softer (1) S^ftt ftr mftftr sft 4' fwr 

#T Eftj? fT-TT tj^fTlft frTRft RETbT, imcTRf rNIT IRTftft 
U-tET UllW ft (2) TRET ETTRT ft fftEFT, 2RRT3T [ft 
rr^rfftr ww^r oviftft Pthft) Rft sftsremR rtfr :if37)/ 
R?t qft aRl/eiK; fTRra 5 Rift, 1»64 ft TJlVeftcra fttft ft 
ftftf yrr Rft ftigft ft ftrq tsttr tttjt ft" 5HEAd’ 

ft 3[ft ft 3Rftt ft I 

Cft. i(30)/72-hftr rter/qrr qTr-2 ) 
#thet aiftftR, am ftfer 

(Department of Rehabilitation) 

New Delhi, the 30th December, 1972 

S.O. 406. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 3 of the Displaced Persons (Compen- 
sation & Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 1954), the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri H. G. Trighalia, Assistant 
Settlement Commissioner in the Rehabilitation Department 
of Punjab Government us Settlement Commissoince in the 
Stale of Punjab for the purpose of performing, in addition 
to his own duties as Asstt. Settlement Commissioner, Rehabi- 
litation Department, Punjab Government, the functions assign- 
ed to a Settlement Commissioner by or under the said Act iti 
respect of (i) agricultural lands and shops in any rural area 
including houses, Cattle-sheds and vacant sites forming part 
of the Compensation Pool and (ii) the properties referred to 
in the Notification of the Government of India in the Min- 
istry of Works, Housing & Rehabilitation (Department of 
Rehabilitation) No. 3(37) /L&R/63-A dated the 5th March. 
1 964. 

[No. 1 (30) /72-Spl. Cell/SS.Ilf 
D. N. ASHA, Under Secy. 
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